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'THE MANIFESTATION OF EMOTIVE AND EVALUATIVE DIMENSIONS
IN LEXICAL USAGE WITHIN THE CONTEXT OF COMMUNICATION

Annotation. This paper seeks to analyze the complexity involved in the emotive and
evaluative dimensions of lexemes in human communication. The object of the study is
evaluative language in the process of communication. The problem of the study lies in
identifying the mechanisms of formation and functioning of evaluative meanings and
their role in expressing emotions and fulfilling pragmatic functions. The paper analyzes
the functions of evaluative language not just conveying emotions but as part of the
pragmatic functions of communication. The paper acknowledges the complex process
involved in evaluation in language, which is influenced by various sociolinguistic and
environmental factors, but also involves processes of semantics and syntax in language.
With the help of appraisal, systemic functional linguistics, and cross-cultural theory, the
paper will seek to understand how evaluative words become emotive in their meanings
from their usage and stylistic perspectives. There is evidence that words denoting
emotions and affective language influence the perception process and social evaluations,
the syntax and semantics of evaluation used during communication acts. The research
employs semantic and pragmatic analysis of evaluative lexemes, as well as the examination
of their syntactic functioning in communicative contexts. The issue of sociolinguistics,
culture, and language as the factors influencing the process of evaluation, as well as how
speakers control the intensity of evaluation via intensification, mitigation, and synonymy,
is explored in this paper. Some directions for further investigation include studying
evaluative language in spoken language and cross-culturally. The results highlight the
importance of evaluative and emotive meanings in lexical semantics and their central
role in human communication. The study contributes to a better understanding of
the interaction between language, culture, and evaluation, and suggests directions for
further research, including the analysis of evaluative language in spoken discourse and
cross-cultural contexts.

Keywords: evaluative language, emotive dimensions, lexical semantics, cross-cultural
pragmatics, figurative language, metaphors, collocations, communication.

Introduction. Evaluation tools used in specific communicative acts embedded in speech
have several functional characteristics. During the communication process, evaluation is not the
ultimate goal, but rather an integral part of the descriptive aspect of a statement and organically
connected to its descriptive components.
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A pragmatic element is added to the propositional content of a statement, reflecting the
speaker’s unique perspective on the world. Therefore, words that do not intrinsically express
evaluation can acquire an evaluative dimension.

On the one hand, each speaker in a speech event has a certain socially determined linguistic
competence. They are members of a linguistic community, for which their thoughts, concepts,
and standards are obligatory. On the other hand, the individual verbal responses of native
speakers vary greatly and are influenced by various sociolinguistic variables. Therefore, the same
expressive requirements of different speakers may correspond to different levels of vocabulary.
There is a sociolinguistic conditioning of an individual’s response to a situation.

If we consider the rating scale, which ranges from “contemptuous” to “approving” and
“admiring”, not in static terms, where the binary nature of evaluation principles is inherent,
but rather in dynamic terms, we can see that movement along the scale is not straightforward.
This is complicated by the interaction between the social and individual factors, as well as the
combination of standardized, stereotypical information about value systems and the subjective
attitudes of individuals towards the assessed object.

When viewed dynamically, assessments related to changes in historical periods, social
tastes, and worldviews are not as flexible as those of individuals, which are shaped by numerous
specific factors related to the practical aspects of communication.

Several factors influence how a word is evaluated. These include the rationality of the
assessment, the motivation for it, the methods used to maintain a high standard of evaluation,
the need to update and strengthen the assessment, and the potential for losing evaluative
significance completely.

The contextual relevance of the evaluation words and the interaction between speakers in a
specific speech situation are significant factors. The grammatical function of evaluation words in
a sentence and the specific intonation patterns of evaluative statements also influence how they
are assessed.

Methodology and research methods.

Research design

In this paper, the research will adopt an interdisciplinary approach to methodology through
which both theoretical and empirical analysis of corpora of languages will be carried out,
especially examining the potential usefulness of lexicon units in terms of evaluation and emotion
within the communicative context.

Data Collection

1. Corpus Selection:

Discourse forms of various kinds including literary discourse, political discourse, media
discourse, and conversations between people have been included in the creation of the corpus
to bring in cultural diversity in the evaluation of evaluative language within the communicative
context.

2. Sampling Strategy:

Samples were purposively selected to include texts rich in evaluative and emotive language,
focusing on segments where speakers explicitly or implicitly express attitudes, opinions, or
emotions. Both formal and informal registers were considered to capture the full spectrum of
evaluative language usage.

Analytical Framework

1. Theoretical background:

The theoretical basis for the research was formed by systemic functional linguistics [1];
appraisal theory [2]; cross-cultural pragmatics; and provided an effective platform for finding,
classifying, and analyzing evaluative constructions.

2. Lexical items identification:

The lexeme with possible affective and evaluative value was identified based on lexical
analysis, specifically on adjectives, nouns, verbs, and adverbs related to evaluation.

3. Analysis of syntax and semantics:
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With the help of linguistic methods and manual annotation, the syntactic placement of
evaluative lexemes (subject, predicate, and modifier) was investigated. Moreover, semantic
prosody and collocations were analyzed.

4. Stylistic and figurative devices:

Repetitions, synonymy, metaphor, metonymy, and collocations were found and analysed
from the point of view of their impact on the evaluation.

Data Analysis

- The quantitative analysis included the use of frequency counts for evaluative vocabulary,
their syntactic occurrences, and co-occurrences in various text types.

- The qualitative analysis involved the analysis of the context within which the evaluative
and emotive vocabulary occurred and how that affected its meaning.

- Cross-cultural comparison analyses were carried out wherever appropriate, focusing on
variations in the use of evaluative language among different cultures.

Validity and Reliability

In order to test the validity of the research, several coders coded parts of the corpus of data
independently, and their differences were ironed out in order to ensure inter-coder reliability.

Limitations

Some limitations that have been considered in the current research include corpus
representativeness, possible subjectivity of the interpretation process, and linguistic limitations
of the chosen texts.

Discussion and observation. One topic of research in the fields of linguistics,
psycholinguistics, and pragmatics has been the role of emotion and evaluation in language.
There has been a longstanding fascination with not only factual information being conveyed via
language, but also the emotions and attitudes taken by those speaking.

Evaluative Language and Its Functional Role

The application of evaluative language with respect to the theory of appraisal has been
widely studied by scholars like Martin, White [2]. According to these scholars, the process of
appraisal includes three categories, which are attitude, involvement, and graduation. Evaluation,
according to Martin & White, refers to the evaluation and appreciation or condemnation of the
speakers depending on their attitudes. Evaluation occurs according to the social values of Martin
& White.

In the same vein, Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) was proposed by Halliday [1]. The
importance of linguistic selection in developing interpersonal meanings is highlighted by this
theory. According to Halliday, language evaluation using the language itself may be achieved
through the mood and modalities system.

Emotive Dimensions and Affective Lexicon

Emotions associated with the words have been investigated in relation to affective lexicon in
terms of their valence and the degree of their intensity related to particular words. Experiments
carried out by Izard [3] and Ekman [4]. provide useful data about universals related to the
expression and naming of emotions. There is a wide variety of words for describing emotions
in various languages, which is conditioned by special attitudes and evaluations towards the
emotional conditions of people.

The use of emotion words during speech communication has been analyzed in the studies
by Trillo. It should be noted that the use of emotion words is rarely independent since the
impact of grammar on the perception of them positively or negatively has been demonstrated in
intercultural studies of emotion words carried out by Wierzbicka [5].

Lexical Choice and Pragmatic Evaluation

Pragmatic utility of evaluative language is another topic under discussion within the scope
of politeness theory studies [6], which proves that evaluative language can both threaten and
save one’s face. For instance, utilization of evaluative language as a means to accomplish certain
communication aims is considered by Lakoff, Johnson [7] and Fraser [8].

Another way to study evaluative language concerns the role of context in shaping an
evaluative meaning, which is analyzed through corpus linguistics investigations [9]. Specifically,
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it was discovered that one linguistic element could acquire diverse evaluative connotations
depending on contextual factors.

Syntactic and Semantic Manifestations of Evaluation

Where the evaluative words appear in syntactic structures as subjects, predicates, or modifiers
can be regarded as having some impact on the interpretive power of those structures. As noted
by Hopper, Thompson [10] when considering issues of transitivity and voice, the placing of
metaphoric and evaluative adjectives in predicates shows how the interaction between lexical
semantics and syntax works.

Collocation and semantic prosody have played important roles in computational discovery
of evaluative constructs in recent corpus studies such as that undertaken by Taboada et al [11].

Metaphor, Metonymy, and Evaluation

Both metaphors and metonymies act as very efficient means for the use of evaluative
language, wherein the evaluation takes place through figures of speech. This issue is discussed
in more detail in the theories provided by Lakoff & Johnson [7], explaining how metaphorical
maps affect the way we experience our feelings. For more details on this subject, refer to the
work by Kovecses [12].

The transformation of metaphors from their evaluative function into a neutral one is
addressed in your paper, and this theory is provided by Charteris-Black [13].

Repetition and Synonymity in Emotional Assessment

The use of repetition and synonymy to enhance or diminish evaluative terms was analyzed
by Fraser [8], who later on had his findings confirmed by Hunston, Thomson [14] using corpus
analysis [10]. Repetition and synonymy serve the purpose of either enhancing evaluation to
avoid a monotonous style or varying evaluation.

Context and Sociocultural Factors

Sociolinguistic features which influence the evaluation process were studied extensively
by such researchers as Labov [15] and Trillo [16]. It is especially important to mention that
evaluation presupposes not only linguistic selection but also specific social and cultural features
of an evaluator.

Gaps in Literature

In spite of the existing literature giving us a clear idea about the application of evaluative
and emotive vocabulary, there are still some areas that require attention. The first question is
about the necessity of conducting more research on the use of evaluative vocabulary in various
contexts, particularly spoken language [17].

In addition, recent studies indexed in Scopus over the past decade and a half have increasingly
focused on corpus-based, computational, and cross-linguistic approaches to evaluative and
emotive language [18]. Contemporary research in corpus linguistics and discourse analysis
has demonstrated the value of large-scale digital corpora and machine-assisted methods for
identifying patterns of evaluation in both spoken and written discourse [19]. Furthermore,
recent developments in computational linguistics and sentiment analysis have expanded the
methodological toolkit for examining evaluative meaning in natural language processing contexts
[11], allowing for more fine-grained detection of stance, polarity, and intensity [20]. However,
despite these advances, there remains a research gap in integrating qualitative pragmatic analysis
with large-scale quantitative corpus methods, particularly in cross-cultural spoken interaction.
Therefore, further investigation is required to bridge traditional linguistic theories of evaluation
with modern data-driven approaches in order to achieve a more comprehensive understanding
of evaluative language in real communicative settings.

Recent studies have significantly expanded the investigation of evaluative and emotive
languagethroughcorpus-basedandcomputationalapproaches. Inparticular, researchonappraisal
theory has moved toward large-scale corpus annotation and automatic detection of evaluative
meanings. For example, Zeng et al. explored challenges in annotating evaluative language
within the Appraisal Theory framework and proposed methodological solutions for improving
consistency in corpus-based analyses [21]. Similarly, Trnavac and Poldvere examined evaluative
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language in fake news corpora and demonstrated that evaluative meanings vary systematically
according to genre and communicative context [22]. In parallel, advances in sentiment analysis
and natural language processing have enabled more sophisticated identification of evaluative
stance, emotional intensity, and polarity [23]. Recent reviews highlight the growing use of machine
learning, deep learning, and large language models for detecting subjective meanings in texts
and discourse [24]. Furthermore, studies on dialogic emotion analysis emphasize the importance
of contextual and interactional factors in interpreting emotional and evaluative expressions in
communication [25]. These developments indicate a growing convergence between traditional
linguistic theories of evaluation and computational approaches, creating new opportunities for
interdisciplinary research on evaluative language in authentic communicative settings.

Results. To describe the patterns of speech implementation of emotionally evaluative lexical
items, it is essential to refer to the context of the text. The text, along with the communication
situation it represents, enables us to identify the full emotional potential of a word and establish
contextual variations in the use of evaluative vocabulary. These variations occur under the
influence of the communicative and pragmatic focus of the utterance.

Evaluative connotations associated with lexical items define the range of communication
situations in which they are appropriate. They restrict their syntactic functions, primarily
being employed in addressing and appending as predicates. This syntactic limitation has been
acknowledged in linguistic literature.

Traditionally, it has been thought that the presence of emotional evaluation, which
accompanies mainly the figurative meaning of a word, in LSP (language for special purposes)
inhibits the referential capabilities of a lexical unit.

N.D.Arutyunova observes that “identification and evaluation are founded on fundamentally
different principles” [26, 54]. Evaluation can only be employed when the identification of an
object has been accomplished through other means:

«I'purvky ouerb At0OUAU KaK-HUOYOb HA3LIBAMD: «3eMAIAB», «0blia», «MmeAezpap», «mopoa»...
(B. Hlyxuwiutm)

Ecan HeoOXOAMMO OAHOBpPEMEHHO W MAeHTU(PUIMPOBATh IpeaMeT, M DKCIAMIMPOBATDH
MOTVB MAU OCHOBaHMS OLIEHKM, TO OIlpejeAeHHas AeCKPUIIIN IIPMHUMaeT Ha ce0sl TOABKO
NIePBYIO — UASHTUPUITUPYIOITYIO PYHKIINIO.

It is assumed by the use of demonstrative pronouns and definite articles:

«Y Koaymba onamo zpasnovie nozmu! Ymo mme deaamo ¢ amum upranduem? (E. Esmyuieriko). In
this situation, the “Irishman” uses a derogatory term to describe the Irish people in English-
speaking countries negatively.

In a general sense, the preliminary information may function as a substitute for the article
or a demonstrative pronoun: “ITodaey, u ussepz poda weao6eweck0z0 0KAIAACSL CKPOMHOIM DEA0Z0A06bIM
napriem”... The use of an evaluative noun as the subject of a sentence is only appropriate after
it has been previously used in the predicative position, where both its substantive and logical
meanings are fully realized: “Own, Bacex, noaynanx...” (E. Esmyuero) The use of a specific word
or phrase within a given context can significantly impact our assessment of a particular matter:
“Hy, moxem, 3axodux x komy, ckeaxuna?” (B. Iyxuiun)

«V sam, kpo6asas MeAoub, XeonCchl-NPoSUHUUAADI, KOMOPDIE AeSAU 1O MPYNam, AUub 0vl UM 0vimo
HABEPXY, COMOCHL U nuHouemol, Oanarosole zexeparvt...» (E. Eemyuierixo).

The pattern of using evaluative language in specific syntactic structures, such as predicates
rather than subjects, is not absolute. Rather, we can only speak of a higher likelihood of this
usage. Therefore, while acknowledging the predominant predicative usage of metaphors, which
arise from secondary nomination in the formation of evaluative terms, it should also be noted
that in the future, as these metaphors lose their evaluative significance, they will be able to
function freely in any syntactical position occupied by these words.

Metaphorical meaning typically has a specific referential relationship to a single entity
or group of entities known to the participants in a conversation. Metaphorical evaluative
expressions are characterized by their prevalent use as subjects and modifiers: “Bcmasai,
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wasnal!”. Metonymies, similar to metaphors, lack a clear preference for a specific syntactic
position and are not utilized in the same manner as evaluative terms. When employed as the
subject of a statement, an evaluative term can determine the subsequent content of the statement
(the semantic connection between the predicate and expressed assessment), in which case, the
description remains separate: “IIpocmogurs, zayneu, on u He coodpaxaem, 6 KaKyto UCMOPUIO €20
smAHyAU...”

If evaluative nouns are used in general statements without actualizing words (definite
articles and demonstrative pronouns), they take on a generic meaning: “Cnexyasnm — s6aetue 6
nauie spems yeot! He pedxoe...”

Of the identifying features that are used to strengthen the evaluative meaning of a word in a
subject position, demonstrative pronouns are the most efficient. If the individual being referred
to is known to both the speaker and listener, and particularly if they are present, a specific article
with a lower degree of definiteness is sufficient to identify the name compared to a pronoun.
This is not true for Russian, which aids in preserving expressiveness:

«Ho passe mosxHo 0vimv maxoti kucasmuroi?» (A. Hexos).

«A 1 He noexan, 30eco npocudei ¢ amoti cmepasdvIo ... ¢ uepmoskoil amoil.» (A. Hexos)

«Haw udor npedroxur mie KoAvlesyto pexozroctyuposoutiyto napmuto...» (O. Kyeaes)

Compare to English:

“There!” Willie roared. “There!” and he waved his right hand, the clutching the manuscript of his
speech. “There is the Judas Iscariot, the lickspittle, the nose-wiper!... Look at him, Joe Harrison’s dummy!”
(R.P. Warren)

“Oh, they told him and that hick swalled it.” (ibid.)

One of the factors that contributes to the expressiveness of a text when using emotionally
evaluative vocabulary is the use of repetitive naming. Expressiveness can be enhanced
both through the repetitive use of identical names within the same text and through varied
substitutions, primarily synonyms.

The emotional intensity of a communicative situation, within the context of an evaluative
naming, generates the repetition of means and the formation of emotional assessment through
the creation of contextual synonyms (different designations):

— Beccemenos: «Umo — moxem ovmo? Pedvka Jocekut, cAecapHo0 uexa capuiiiia, 6 20A060l
memum... Marvuuura! Ilerox! (M. Topokuit); «30r0mopomuamu 6yoym, .. KyAUKamu...» (mam xe).
— Hua: «B 00HOM He 6UXY HU 20 NPUSIMHO20 — 6 MOM, YMO MHOW U OPY2UMU UeCTHUIMU AT0OSMU
Komandytom ceutvu, dypaxu, 6opol...» «On nopua, on uyma, on a36a sdewrux mecm!» (M.A. Kpuiros).

“You pig”, she said. You low, rotten pimp. You murdering little- ‘she glared at me- ‘poince. Are you
happy now, you bastard? Got rid of her nicely, didn’t you?” (]. Braine)

“Well, you are the goat,” she said. “You are the sacrificial goat. You are the ram in the bushes. You are
the sap. For you let ‘em...” (R.P. Warren)

Various designations can be used in different contexts with different connotations. If multiple
synonyms can be used to name something, the last one will take on its connotation based on the
specific context. Various terms can also be used to assess the subject matter:

«Bom menepv 4, nanpumep, — umo maxoe? bocix, zarax, nosnuua u mponymoti yerosex. Kustb
y mens 0es écaxozo onpasdarius...” (M. [opvkuil),

In the strict sense of the term, the selected words are not exact synonyms, but rather members
of a related semantic group. The evaluative impact increases when three or more evaluative
units are used in conjunction.

Furthermore, apart from enhancing the individual evaluative capacity of lexical units
through contextual synonymity, there are considerable opportunities in “smaller” syntactical
units - primarily adjectival phrases that contain emotional and evaluative elements [6, 33]. The
combination of emotionally powerful sememes within adjectives doubles and augments the
evaluative significance inherent in the noun they modify:

“meddlesome hag”, “brainless ass”, “miserable Wap”, “dirty swine”.

Compare to Russian: “nodavie unmpueu”, “maxpoeviii peaxuuonep”, “>xarxuti copod”,

i

“bardoumckoe ompedve”, “besmoservtii ocer”, “Hazaviii xam” and etc.
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The exact opposite effect of emotional evaluation is created by transposition, in which the
definition and the noun have opposite meanings. For example, “smart beast” and “bold bastard”
are both rude compliments, b ut a strong negative connotation often prevents people from
positively using them. Other examples include “glory scum” and “high-ranking scoundrels”.

Another way in which evaluative potential can be strengthened is through the loosening of
the usual norms for collocation, where phrases are intentionally detached from extra-linguistic
reality:

“There is no mystery there. Jesse Crain is a simple, charming, home-made megalomaniac.” (I. Shaw)
In addition to actual intensifiers and de-intensifiers of evaluation in speech, the operation of
these elements is affected by several general characteristics of speech behaviour. Specifically, it is
affected by the principles governing the development of evaluative reasoning. Naturally, one of
the prerequisites for the presence of these elements in speech is the presence of a presupposition
in prior statements:

— A, Maxcum... u komomka ¢ num! — ckarambypur Konosaros, ysudas mens. — Hy-ka, KHUKHUK
u gpapuceii, —mantu! (M. Topokuit).

The arguments of «knuxHnux» and « ¢apuceii» are discussed within the context of: ...»
HeckoAbko pas uumar emy «bynwm Cmenvku Pasuna», «Tapaca byavoy» u «bednvix atodeti»... “S c
Kot06ar06b1M 0 MHO20M 11epez060pUA U MHO20 NPOUUMAA...”

After the presentation of an argument, it may be present in a text in various ways: within a
single sentence, as part of a phrase, as a larger super-phrase unit, in a paragraph, or even as the
entire body of text.

Baac: Ilozodu, cecmpa, —amo 4 cxaxy... 5 3uaro: vl — psxetvie! Tloka g xus, s 0ydy écezda cpvisamo
C 6aC A0XMOMDbSl, KOMOPLIMU 66l NPUKPLIEAHIE 6AULY AOKD... 6AULY NOULAOCTID... HUULENY 6AULUX YY6CME
u passpam moicaei! (M. Topvicuii)

Kanrepus: (6360An06arito) Aa, da! Bvt moicauy pas npasol... Imo euye 36epv, éapsap! Ezo cosnamenvtoe
JKeaarue 00HO — ObIMb COIMBIM.

[larumos: V1 Hocumbv canoza co cKpunom.

In speech, evaluative language can be interspersed with arguments, particularly under
conditions of time constraints, speed of delivery, and emotional tension:

- Aa-6edv Tpam0b nodrey! Imo maxoi Hez00s... maxou Oeccosecmiiviii uerosex! bes ecaxux
npuryunos! Ypod npascmeertoiii! «BbviA Y zpada ynpasaASouUM — HAXKUACS, mMenepb CAYKum Ha
xkeaesroii dopoze u 6opyem... Cecmpy ozpadua... Hezo0:1t u 60p, 00Hum caoéom. (A. Hexos)

..»you are the ram in the bushes. You are a sap. For you let ‘em. You didn’t get anything out of it.
They’d have paid you to take the rap, but they didn’t have to pay a sap like you. (Warren)

As previously mentioned, the justification for an assessment can go beyond a simple
evaluative statement. In these cases, the main focus should be on the context, vertical context,
and socio-cultural background in which the utterance takes place:

“Only mass action can stay the hand of butcher Reagan and stop his drive to war.” (MS April)

Quasi-evaluative and undocumented statements provide a comic element to the text, while
simultaneously reducing the practical effectiveness of the evaluation:

Imo He HApod, a KaKkue-mo XUMuKy céutsiue, — npobopmomar o, éce eue dymas 0 KYXoHHOM
naceaeruu. (A. Yexos)

The impact of the categorical and accurate nature of assessment is also masked by unrealistic
ratings, which arise from the inaccurate and illiterate use of terms, and a purely subjective
interpretation of the evaluative capacity of a word:

— V-y-y... uesyum, mazomem, myuumero moit! — samaxmnyraco ona na corna. (A. Yexos)

The limited vocabulary that a speaker may use when expressing their opinion can lead to
contradictory statements:

— 9x, Kusnv! Kamopza mo éerurorennas! — uenmanx I'punika, e 0y0yuu 6 cOCmMOSHUU 6b1CKAAMD
mo, umo ¢ 00Avto wyecmeosar.» (M. Topvkuit)

«... ONUCHIBAS NAAGHDIE OY2u, OH CbeXaA HaAed Kumama u 3asepuiun 6ceamo OAUHHOTE C6epXTUKOHCKOT
0Y2011 HA CAUMBLX 60€0UHO ALIKAX.
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— I'sadarxsusup! Curen! — ¢ nenpuxpvimuvim socxuujeruem ckasar Baavia Kapsyoun. (O. Kyeaes)

In addition to the inappropriate choice of evaluation vocabulary, the severity of the

assessment (as well as its practical impact) can be mitigated to some extent through the use of

introductory phrases that underscore the subjective nature of the evaluation, such as “In my

opinion”, “I believe”, “It appears to me that”, “Don’t you agree that” and “From my perspective,
this is”. Similarly, understating the assessment can have a similar effect:

Karepus. Hado umemo Myxecmeo mMoA4aNb...

Oavea Arexceesra. (bacosy) Kax ona cmaa 2060pumo, cmexo, ... pesko!

bacos. Aa, 3azosopura Baraamosa... (He KOHUUE CA06A, UCHY2aHHO 3aKpoisaen cebe pom pyKoil).
(M. I'opvkuii) The unfinished sentence contains a fragment of the pejorative phrase “Valaam’s
ass” (bookish). This phrase originates from the Biblical story of the ass of the Magi Valaam, who
suddenly protested in human language against being beaten.

A decrease in the evaluative potential may also occur when there is an insufficiently strict
selection of words. The negative connotations of one of the lexical units may violate the evaluation
agreement expressed by the predicate.

Such a decrease in evaluative potential occurs due to careless use of words, and this can
occur in situations where the words used carry negative connotations and, consequently, violate
the agreement that exists due to the use of predicates in the sentence. This can be explained by
an example like the one below: “The cutting-edge production of this ballet is a masterpiece of
20th-century choreography.” In this case, the term “cutting-edge” may evoke ironic associations,
which means that the evaluative impact of the proposal will be negative, since it will not express
the intended meaning.

Additionally, there exist some techniques which can weaken the evaluating potential of a
statement to such an extent that, finally, the speaker may face the total absence of any evaluative
effect. It should be noted that in such cases, there is a lack of evaluative potential of words,
especially when the speaker expects to receive a positive estimation of his/her utterance, but
receives its negative counterpart instead. In other words, the statement is pragmatically inverted
and causes a negative pragmatic effect on the audience. Thus, some problems occur with creating
proper statements.

Speaking about the evaluative potential of words in connection with specific speech acts,
it is necessary to consider the socio-psychological peculiarities of people in communication as
well as specific rules of evaluative behaviour. Evaluating third parties during conversation, the
speaker must take into consideration the character of his/her relations with the addressee as well
as the social status of all participants in the communicative process.

There are various strategies which can be utilized to handle potentially negative evaluations.
This strategy proves particularly effective if the person under evaluation is expected to suffer not
only from the evaluation itself, but also from its negative impact on another person who does
not participate in the conversation personally. One of the possible ways to reduce the effect of an
evaluation is to emphasize its subjective nature and, hence, to demonstrate to the listeners that
what they hear is not an evaluation itself, but merely one’s point of view on the issue.

Additionally, the interaction of words which are used in the process of evaluation can result
in an absolutely new interpretation of the same concept. Moreover, it should be mentioned that
certain words which have an unchangeable emotional meaning according to the dictionary
cannot be considered full linguistic units unless used together with other words. The emotional
significance of such words is achieved through their combination with other words.

Conclusion. This study reveals the complexity of emotive and evaluative elements in lexemes
used in communicative practice. It emphasizes that evaluation does not constitute an isolated
feature of speech but is rather an essential component of any kind of communication reflecting
attitudes and social or cultural peculiarities of speakers. In its turn, the dynamic combination of
lexical choice, syntactical positioning of words and figurative language (metaphors, metonymies
etc.) considerably affects the process of forming evaluative meanings.
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Evaluation in lexical meaning occurs on various linguistic layers, ranging from lexical
meaning to the pragmatic function of the expression. Thus, in addition to the transmission
of factual information, evaluative language expresses certain emotions, attitudes and social
opinions. The application of evaluative vocabulary depends on numerous social and linguistic
criteria (situations, interlocutors’ socio-cultural background and linguistic characteristics of
expressions). Figurative language and stylistic devices, like e.g., repetition, synonymity and
collocations, strengthen the meaning and colouration of evaluative expressions and thus enhance
the evaluative power of vocabulary.

One should also note that evaluative language possesses high flexibility and is context
dependent, thus making use of evaluative lexis in order to convince people, make an impact on
them, be polite to others and criticize those who deserve that.

Nevertheless, in spite of all these studies which have been made in this direction up till
now, some areas can be explored further. Firstly, one should pay special attention to spoken
language since there that the process of evaluation and manifestation of emotions takes place
spontaneously. Secondly, cross-cultural studies can play a key role since it is vital to know how
evaluative language operates in different environments.

Thus, summing up the above-mentioned, it should be said that emotive and evaluative
properties of lexical items are very important components of language because they allow to
shape human perception of reality and evaluate events properly.
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A. Baritypcbinyasl ateiHAars Tia 6iaiMi mHCTUTYTHI, AaMartsl, KasakcraH

KOMMYHUKAILIVISI KOHTEKCIHAE AEKCUKAABIK KOA4AHBICTAYFBI
SMOLVSAABIK )KOHE BAYAAAY ©AIIEMAEPIHIH, KOPIHICI

Angarna. Makaaaga agaM KOMMYHUKaIMACBIHAAFB AeKceMalapAbIH SMOLVIABIK JKoHe Oaraay
KBIpAApBIHBIH KYpAeAidiri TaagaHaAbl. 3epTTey HBICAaHBI — KOMMYHMKAaTMBTIK yJAepicreri Oarasay
Tiai. 3epTrey Maceaeci Garalay MarblHaAapBIHBIH KaABIITacy >KoHe KBI3MET eTy epeKIleAiKTepiH,
COHJal-aK OJapABIH DMOILVHBI 0ia4ipy MeH ImparMaTuKaAblK QYHKIOUAAAPABI JKY3ere achlpyJarsl
peaiH aHbIKTayMeH OaliaaHBICTHL. barasay TiaiHiH QyHKOMAAapEl TeK DMOIVIIHBI JKeTKi3y Kypaabl
peTiHAe FaHa eMec, COHbIMEH KaTap KOMMYHMKalVAHbBIH IparMaTuKaAblK, KbI3MeTTepiHiH Kypamaac
Oeairi peringe kapacTeipplaaabl. barasay Tiai ceitaeymiiaepain mikipaepiniH, coHaali-aK oAapAbIH
KOMMYHMKaTUBTIK MiHe3-KYAKBIHAAFbl MdJeHMeT, HOpMaJap MeH KOHBeHLMsAapAblH KOpceTKilli
peTiHAe cumaTtTadaAbl. 3epTTeyde Tiageri OaFaday yAepiciHiH Kypaeadi eKeHAIri atam eTiaeai,
OJITKeHI 04 TypAl 94€yMeTTiK AMHIBMCTUKAABIK >K9He KOpIlaraH opTa (pakTopaapbIMeH Kartap,
TiaAlH CeMaHTMKAABIK >KoHe CHHTAaKCUCTIK JeHTelidepiMeH Je OaiiaaHBICTHL. barasay Teopmsichl
(appraisal), >xyiteai-pyHKIMOHAAABIK AMHIBUCTUKA >K9HE KPOCC-MIAEHU TICiATe CylieHe OTBIPBIIL,
MakaJada Oaralay ce3aepiHiH KOAAAHBLAY >KoHE CTUABAIK TYPFbIAaH KaJall SMOLMAABIK MOHIe 11e
OoaaThIHB TYCiHAipideai. 3eprrey oaicrepi peTiHge Oarazay JeKceMadapBIHBIH CeMaHTMKaABIK
JKo9He ITparMaTMKaAbIK TaAJaybl, COHAali-aK OAapAblH KOMMYHMKATUBTIK KOHTEKCTeIl CMHTaKCUCTiK
KBI3METiH KapacThIpy KOAJaHBLAaabl. DMOLIIHBL OiagipeTiH cosgep MeH adp@PeKTMBTI AeKCuKa
KaObladay YyAepiciHe >KoHe oJeyMeTTiK Oafadayfa, COHAall-aK KOMMYHUKAIIMSI aKTidepiHAeri
DaFaaayblH CMHTaKCUCTIK KoHe CceMaHTMKAaABIK KepiHicTepiHe ocep eTeTiHi KepceTiaeai. Makaaasa
Oarasay yAepiciHe ocep eTeTiH akropaap peTiHAe 94€yMeTTiK AMHIBUCTUKA, MdJeHUEeT >KoHe
TiaaiH peai KapacThIpbldajbl, COHJali-aK, celideyllidepaiH Oafaday KapKBIHABLABIFBIH KYIIEHTY,
DoceHaeTy >KoHe CHMHOHNMMMS apKbLAbl Kaadall peTTenTiHi TaajaHaawl. CoHBIMeH KaTap, Oaraszay
TiAlHIH KOAJaHBIAYBIHAQ alTapABIKTall BapMaTUBTiAIK IIeH KOHTEKCTIK Toyeaailik Oap exeHairi
aTall eTideai: celideyIIiZep OHBI CeHAIPY, CBIH aiTy, CHIIIAMBIABIK >KoHe OacKa Ja 94eyMeTTiK
Oarasay MakcaTTapblHAa CaHaAbl TypAe MaiigadaHa adaAbl. boaamrax seprreyaepaiH OarbITTapbl
peTiHAe aybI3llla ceilleyeri >KeHe KpOCC-MdAEHU TYpFblgarbl Oaralay TiAiH 3epTTey YChIHBLAAABI
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3epTTey HOTIDKeAepi AeKCUKAABIK CeMaHTMKaAarbl ®MOLUSABIK >KoHe OaFasday MaFbIHAJAapbIHBIH
MaHBI3ABIABIFBIH JKoHe 0AapAblH ajaM KOMMYHMKalMACBIHAAFBI Herisri peain kepcereai. CoHbIMeH
KaTap, Tia, MdJeHUeT >KoHe Oaraaday apachblHAarbl ©3apa OaliaaHBICTBI TepeHipeK TyciHyre yaec
KOcaapl >kKoHe Oo/alllaK 3epTTeylep YIIiH aybI3Ila AVICKYpPC IIeH KpOocC-MaJeH) KOHTeKCTeri Oarasay
TiAiH 3epTTeyAi YChIHAADL.

Tyitin ce3aep: Oarasay Tili, SMOIUAABIK ©AllleMAep, A€KCUKAABIK CeMaHTMKa, KPOCC-MdAEHN
IparmMaruka, OeltHeAi Tia, MeTadopasap, KoAa0KauusAap, KOMMYHUKAIIVIA.

P.oK. CAYPHAEB
Topaiireipos yuusepcuret, Ilasaogap, Kasaxcran
AM. ITAIITAH

Mucruryt aspiko3Hanmus numenn A. baitypcbinyasl, Aamarsl, Kazaxcran

ITPOSIBAEHVE DMOTUBHBIX 1 OLEHOYHBIX ACITEKTOB B AEKCMYECKOM
YIIOTPEBAEHNMHN B KOHTEKCTE KOMMYHUKAILI I

Annoranus. B gaHHOI cTaTthe IpeslpuMHMMAaEeTCs IIOIbITKA IIPOaHaAU3UPOBATh CAOXKHOCTE,
CBSI3aHHYIO C ®MOTUBHBIMM M OLIEHOYHBIMMU acleKTaMM AeKCeM B 4eA0Be4eCKON KOMMYHMKaIMI.
Ob6pekToM mccae 0BaHN ABASETCS OIleHOYHas AeKCUKa B KOMMYHHMKaTUBHOM Iporjecce. [IpoGaema
1CCAeA0BaHM 3aKAI09aeTCsl B OIlpejeAeHnN 0cOOeHHOCTell (pOpMUpPOBaHMs ¥ (PYHKIMOHUPOBAHILI
OLIEHOYHBIX 3HAYeHMUI, a TakKXKe MX pOAU B BbIpasKeHUM SMOLMI M peaau3alyy IparMaTudecKmx
¢ynkumit s361Ka. PaccMaTpusaloTest pyHKITUN OIEHOYHOTO SI3BIKa He TOAbKO KaK CpeAcTBa Iepejadn
®MOIIUIL, HO U KaK DAeMeHTa IparMaTnJeckux PpyHkmmit odmenns. OLeHouHas AeKCHKa Ol peeAseTcs
KakK IOKa3aTeAb MHEHMII TOBOPSIINX, a Tak’Ke KyAbTYPBl, HOPM U KOHBEHIIMI, IIPUCYTCTBYIONINX B
X KOMMYHHUKaTUBHOM ITOBeJeHMU. B paboTe mpusHaéTcsi CAOXKHBIN XapaKTep IIpoliecca OIleHKU B
SI3bIKE, KOTOPBINI 0OyCAOBAEH Pa3AMIHBIMU COLMOAMHIBUCTUYECKMMI ¥ BHEITHUMMU (aKTopam,
a TakXKe BKJAIOUaeT cCeMaHTMYeCKMe I CHUHTakcudeckue MexaHnsMbl. C OIOpoONl Ha Teopuio
onjeHnsaHus (appraisal), crcreMHO-(PYHKIIMOHAABHYIO AMHIBUCTUKY U KPOCC-KYABTYPHBIN IIOAXOJ,
B CTaThe IpeApMHMMAETCs IOIBITKA OOBACHUTD, KaKUM 00pa3oM OIleHOYHBIE CA0Ba IIPUOOpeTaroT
DMOTHBHOE 3HaueHIe B IIpoliecce yIoTpeOAeHMs I ¢ TOYKM 3peHUsI CTUANCTUKY. B KagecTse MeTOA0B
MCCACAOBAHMS MCIOAB3YIOTCS CeMaHTHUYeCKMII UM IIparMaTM4ecKUii aHaAmu3 OIIeHOYHBIX AeKceM, a
TaK>Ke aHaAM3 MX CUHTaKCIeCKOro (PYHKIIMOHMPOBaHMS B KOMMYHMKATHBHBIX KOHTeKcTax. [TokasaHo,
4TO cA0Ba, 0O0O3HavaloI e sMoIuy, 1 adPeKTUBHas AeKCUKa BAVIOT Ha IPOLIECCHI BOCIIPUATIL U
COLIMAaABHOTO OlLIeHMBaHN:, a TaK’Ke Ha CMHTaKCUJIeckKue U ceMaHTUIeckue 0COOeHHOCTY BhIpaskKeHMs
OLIeHK) B KOMMYHUKaTUBHBIX aKTaX. B crarbe paccMaTpuBaeTcs poab COLMOAMHIBUCTUKHA, KyAbTYPBI
U sA3BIKAa KaK (paKTOpOB, BAMSIOIIMX Ha IIPOIECC OLIEHUBAHMS, a TaKXKe CIIOCOOBI, C ITOMOIILIO
KOTOPBIX TOBOPSIINE PeryAupyiOT MHTEHCUBHOCTh OLIEHKM IIOCPEACTBOM YCUAEHUs, CMATYeHU:
u cuHOHUMMM. TakKe HOAYEPKMBaeTCA BapMaTUBHOCTL M KOHTEKCTyalbHas OOYCA0BAEHHOCTD
JICIIOAB30BaHNl OLIEHOYHOM A€KCUKU: TOBOPsAIIME MOTYT CO3HaTeAbHO MaHUIIyAMPOBATh €10 B I1eAIX
yOeKaeHMs, KpUTUKY, BEKAMBOCTU M APYTuX (POPM COIMAALHONM OIIeHKHU. B umcae mepcrmexTus
AaAbHEMIINX McCAeAOBaHNII 0O03HAUeHO M3YydeHle OLIeHOYHON AeKCUKM B YCTHOM pedm U B Kpocc-
KyABTYpPHOM acriexTe. IloaydeHHble pe3yAbTaThl IOAYEPKUBAIOT 3HAYMMOCTh SMOLIMOHAABHBIX U
OLIEHOYHBIX 3HAUYEeHMI B A€KCMYECKOI CeMaHTUKe U MX KAIOYEBYIO pO4b B IIpOLieccax 4eA0BedecKo
koMMyHuKanuu. Viccaegosanue criocoocTsyer 6o4ee rayOOKOMYy IMOHMMaHMUIO B3aIMOCBS3M A3bIKa,
KyABTYPBI 1 OLIEHKM, 8 TaK>Ke HaMedaeT IIepCIIeKTUBBI 4aAbHENIINX UCCAe40BaHNIT, BKAIOYAsl aHAAN3
OLIEHOYHOTO SI3BIKA B YCTHOM PeYM M KPOCC-KyAbTYPHOM acIeKTe.

Kaiouesble ca0Ba: OLleHOYHAs A€KCMKa, DMOTUBHBIE aCIIeKThbl, A€KCIYecKas CeMaHTHKa, Kpocc-
KyABTYpHasl IIparMaTiKa, OOpasHBbIil A3BIK, MeTa(pOpbl, KOAA0KaIMy, KOMMYHUKAITVL.
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