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CATEGORY OF EVALUATION AS THE OBJECT OF LINGUISTICS:
PROSPECTS OF COMMUNICATION ASPECTS OF STUDY

Anna Prihodko!

Abstract

The paper is aimed at studying the category of evaluation, a very important and interesting phenomenon in linguistics. Evaluation
of different world’s fragments is, of course, a considerable part of human cognitive activity. Evaluation is realized by subject's
consciousness in the perception and processing of information about the outside world and relates to internal (linguistic) world of
man, reflecting his "view of the world." The essence of the category of evaluation is explained by the theory of value orientation
of person’s activity and consciousness, and the range of its characteristics embraces all that is given by the physical and mental
nature of man, his being and feeling. Evaluation is as a kind of cognitive activity, as in epistemological terms, any cognitive
act expresses the attitude of the speaker to the object described, that is, contains an act of evaluation. Evaluative interpretation
of circumstances, subjects is one of the most important types of mental-speech activity in everyday life of an individual. The
article proposes the communicative approach to the research of evaluative phenomena that exist in the reality and are reflected in
language. The communicative aspect of the language means the existence of a unified structure of the linguistic units, bound by the
connection of meaningful and formal sides. In this regard, the functioning of evaluative utterances acquires special significance,
because the evaluation of various fragments of the world is one of the most important components of individual’s cognitive activity.
The evaluation should be studied comprehensively and profoundly as a category of high level abstraction as one of the categories
given by the social, physical and mental nature of a person, which determines his relation to other individuals and objects of the

surrounding reality.
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1. Introduction. The study of linguistics at the pres-
ent stage includes all aspects of speech activity and
speech interaction. It is known that, speech activity is
an abstraction, which does not correlate directly with
other activities. According to Leontiev?, this activi-
ty occurs only when speech is self-sufficient, when
its motive can not be satisfied in any other way than
speech. In this regard, the problem of correlation of
speech activity and communication is of current in-
terest’. The communicative aspect of linguistics is rel-
atively young, but is actively developing. It puts the
focus not only on the language in the inseparable uni-
ty of its form and substance, but also on higher unity,
namely, the connection between language and person
who acts in the real world, thinks and perceives the
environment, communicates with other individuals.

It should be noted that when we talk about the
communicative aspect of mastery of language or lan-
guage skills, we mean, above all, the orientation to
the interlocutor. Hence, communication is the opti-
mal influence on the interlocutor in the form of inter-
course, exchange of thoughts, information, ideas, etc.
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Therefore, it can be asserted that the notion of
language began to be understood more widely than it
was inherent in structural and generative linguistics.
Triad form — meaning — function correlates language
with extra lingual activities and with the conditions
of its use in human activities. Multidimensionality, of
language system allows it to be simultaneously turned
to the external reflected reality and to the sphere of
human mentality. Achieving any pragmatic goals is
impossible without communication, so the latter is
perhaps the most important condition of person’s ac-
tivity and life itself*. Verbal communication is carried
out through a language, which is both a form and a
means of communication.

The actualization of the linguistic system takes
place in the process of communication. This system
is not abstract; it actually exists in the minds of inter-
locutors and can not be materialized outside commu-
nication. In this regard, the integrated investigation
of language as one of the fundamental principles of
human relations is of great importance®. The decision
of this question is the domain of communicative lin-
guistics, which studies the language at all its levels
and in and a variety of functional manifestations. This
fact promotes mutual understanding between people.

The possibility of verbal communication is al-
ways realized in a particular situation, in a certain
context, which is an internal characteristic of com-
munication. The communicative aspect of the lan-
guage means the existence of a unified structure
of the linguistic units, bound by the connection of
meaningful and formal sides®.
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It becomes apparent that the communicative ap-
proach involves interweaving with the cognitive ap-
proach. In this regard, the functioning of evaluative
utterances acquires special significance, because the
evaluation of various fragments of the world is one of
the most important components of individual’s cog-
nitive activity’.

The object of this article is the investigation of the
category of evaluation as a linguistic phenomenon.
The subject is communicative and cognitive aspects
of evaluative utterances in modern English fiction.
The purpose of this paper is to determine the role of
evaluation in the process of reflection and perception
of objective reality

2. Methodology is determined by the objectives,
the material, theoretical. It integrates the main prin-
ciples of the cognitive theory and theory of commu-
nication. The methodology employed in the study is
Evaluation theory, which presents fundamental no-
tions for the linguistic analysis. Focusing primarily
on semantic peculiarities of evaluation, this theory
broadens the borders of the analysis with discourse
semantics. It means that all aspects of communication
(register, mood, participants with their communica-
tive purposes and cognitive systems) become very
important for the study of establishing and targeting
evaluation. In this respect, the theoretical viewpoint
essential to the study is also the pragmatic approach
to evaluation analysis (Arutyunova®; Prihodko; Volf)
focusing on the role of extralinguistic knowledge in
utterance interpretation and the principles that con-
strain its use as well as on the context types for eval-
uation. Speech act analysis is used while studying
the pragmatic characteristics of utterances containing
evaluative concepts.

The material, which is subjected to analysis, was
a selection of approximately 350 utterances of the
works by contemporary British and American writ-
ers. The criterion of the selection was the existence of
evaluative words in the utterance.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Evaluation and Values

It is known that the essence of the category of
evaluation is explained by the theory of value orien-
tation of person’s activity and consciousness, and the
range of its characteristics embraces all that is given
by the physical and mental nature of man, his being
and feeling. Evaluation is defined as speaker’s objec-
tive or subjective attitude to certain objects, things,
phenomena that are explicitly or explicitly expressed
by language means.
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Evaluation is as a kind of cognitive activity, as in
epistemological terms, any cognitive act expresses
the attitude of the speaker to the object described, that
is, contains an act of evaluation’. The evaluative mo-
ment is nothing but a person’s mental operation held
on the subject of utterance (perception, understand-
ing, synthesis, conclusion, etc.), which is an evalua-
tion in its broadest sense.

All environmental phenomena perceived by man
have a certain value in our minds, that is, they can
be evaluated. Evaluation is an integral component of
cognition, which is based on a value approach to the
phenomena of nature and society. So, person’s activi-
ty and life as a human being having diverse needs, in-
terests and goals is impossible without evaluation. To
illustrate the above mentioned statement let us con-
sider the following example: "They plonked you out
there in the mud ... and your job was to get Killed if
the enemy attacked. You were not allowed to retreat;
you knew that nobody would be allowed to succour or
reinforce you, ... A very pleasant prospect. A most jol-
ly look out"'’. Here the author describes the hopeless
situation of the heroes.

People evaluate their past and present, appearance
and behavior of the individual, the shape and size of
various subjects, things, duration and frequency of
events, the degree of complexity of tasks, etc. Evalu-
ative interpretation of circumstances, subjects is one
of the most important types of mental-speech activity
in everyday life of an individual.

In the evaluative utterance the speaker accents or
highlights exactly, what he thinks is relevant at the
moment. As a result, the objective reality is viewed
by an individual from the point of view of its evalu-
ative character — good and evil, truth and falsehood,
justice and injustice, benefit and harm, beauty and ug-
liness, e.g.: "'l was standing way the hell up on top of
Thompson Hill, right next to this crazy cannon that
was in the revolutionary War and all"'!!.

The main character of the novel is a teenager,
who uses harsh words in his speech. He was angry
at everything and everyone. In his phrase, adjective
crazy stands next to hell, and is perceived as the norm
of his emotional and expressive manner to represent
his attitude to the surrounding reality, that is, this ad-
jective performs a reference function.

Evaluation is based on the logical notion of “val-
ue”. Genesis of the notion of "value", if we resort to
reconstructing it on the basis of the etymology of the
words it is named, fixes in it at least three essential
elements: the characterization of the external proper-
ties of objects and things as phenomena of evaluative
attitude to them; psychological qualities of the person
as a subject of this attitude; relations between people,
their communication, due to which values acquire a
generalized meaning.

Value is a positive or negative properties of the
objects of the surrounding world for the speaking
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community. This significance of these properties is
determined not by the objects’ features as such, but by
their role in the life of an individual language speaker
and in the life of the speaking community in general.

Each of the classes of values combines the funda-
mental meaning of value its material-objective, psycho-
logical and social significance. By recognizing the nat-
ural properties of objects and reproducing their value,
an individual reveals certain aspects of social relations,
because the significance of a thing or phenomenon is de-
termined primarily by the social attitude towards them.

There are universal values (common to all man-
kind, peculiar to individual communities) and indi-
vidual ones. Being a concentrated expression of the
experience of the vital activity of a particular social
community values form a certain system, which an
individual as a member of this society adheres to in
the process of self-evaluation.

Personal values are an individual reflection of
group or universal values. They are somewhat di-
verse in different people, due to the interpretation of
their content and the shift of emphasis. The selection,
appropriation and assimilation of social values by an
individual are mediated by his social identity and the
values of the small contact groups referenced to him:
"It catered to large appetites and modest purses. Its
crockery and atmosphere were thick; its soup and
napery thin. Into this place Soapy took his accusive
shoes and telltale trousers without challenge™'2.

Soap's appearance is miserable, eloquent and ludi-
crous. Comic-ironic effect is built on cohesion, which
is meant as the appearance of equivalent elements in
equivalent positions, performing an identical func-
tion (to show Soap's miserable state). These identical
elements are large appetites and modest purses, its
crockery and atmosphere were thick, its soup and na-
pery thin.

The subject of evaluation acts in these cases as
a mental or physical receptor, evaluating event, sit-
uation and object in different ranges: ethical evalu-
ation (embarrassing, humiliating, sinful), emotional
(boring), intellectual (foolish), utilitarian (meaning-
less, late) and psychological (difficult, easy, not easy,
wise). It emphasizes the most important feature of the
semantics of evaluative words, their diffuse meaning,
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primarily due to the ability to represent evaluation in
terms of different grounds.

3.2. Pragmatic and cognitive nature of evalu-
ation

Human activity is a pragmatic concept. It is ap-
propriate only when it is directed at those phenome-
na and properties from which it is possible to obtain
something useful and valuable. As rightly remarks
Arutyunova, the nature of the evaluation always cor-
responds to the nature of man, because we evaluate
only "what is needed (physically and spiritually) to
man and to Mankind""?.

Evaluation is defined as speaker’s objective or
subjective attitude to a certain object, which is ex-
plicitly or implicitly expressed by language means'®.

Evaluation is always cognitive in its nature, and
hence logical-subject. Evaluative and epistemo-
logical functions of the language are closely inter-
related and interconnected. Moreover, at the same
time, they are equal, as in the process of evaluation,
cognition is transformed, and in the process of cog-
nition, evaluation is always present: "After a par-
ticularly deafening morning, Larry erupted from his
room and said he could not be expected to work if
the villa was going to be racked to its foundations
every five minutes. Leslie, aggrieved, said that he
had to practice, Larry said it didn 't sound like prac-
tice, but more like the Indian Mutiny"'>.

Evaluation in this humorous statement is one of
its components designed to implement several com-
munication goals: Larry insists that it is impossible to
work in such conditions, but Leslie tries to convince
him that it is possible. The effectiveness of the evalu-
ative utterance depends on the degree of the speaker's
influence on the addressee and lies in the illocutionary
force of the utterance. In this case, the illocutionary
force of persuasion is the dominant one. Due to this,
the perlocutionary effect is achieved that does not
meet the speaker's intentions, which are expressed in
Larry's utterance.

The relationship between cognition and evalua-
tion is very complex. It belongs to the field of cog-
nitive linguistics, the problems of which cover the
nature of the procedures that regulate and structure
the speech perception. Thus, the cognitive approach
based on the interaction of language and thinking is
the most relevant for investigation of the category
of evaluation, because it studies it in the context of
human cognitive activity.

Evaluation is a process that is characteristic of
any science. This is confirmed by the fact that value
orientation in many cases contributed to the develop-
ment of a whole range of directions not only in the
linguistic field, but also in computer technology, ge-
netic engineering, and many other areas. It indicates
stable integration of scientific knowledge within the
cognitive paradigm that was formed as interdiscipli-
nary (cognitive) science'S.



Odessa linguistic journal Ne 11, 2018

67

The cognitive process of evaluation, including
in the general program of human activity, is deci-
sion-making-oriented, and is the basis of the choice
of practical actions. A person as a subject of linguistic
activity is an individual who perceives and compre-
hends the world, and is capable of evaluating speech
facts in his day-to-day speech practice.

The aesthetic experience of the individual is main-
ly recorded in the evaluative definitions of words.

The communicative aim put forward by the speak-
er is to convey to the listener his point of view, to
convince him of the possibility and legitimacy of pre-
cisely this, and not another vision of the word in the
best possible way. The image of the word, which is
stored in the linguistic consciousness of the individu-
al, is revealed in emotional and aesthetic evaluations.

It is known that this method is based on associa-
tions, caused by the phenomenon reflected in the word,
or by its sound form: "No, | will not be late," — said
Walter unhappily and guiltily certain that he would
be. Her voice annoyed him. It drawled a little, it was
too refined — even misery™’.

Guilt and irritation are two feelings, which possess
Walter's soul differently. Where the author hears the
excitement and plea, Walter notices a peculiar irritat-
ing sound of the voice. The lexeme refined (elegant,
cultured, polished) which is used with the adverb
too acquires a negative connotation, which is almost
everywhere accompanied Walter's words when he is
speaking about Marjory.

Moreover, by this time, Vinogradov’s judgments
that the word is shining with the expressive colors of
the social environment have not lost their relevance.
The linguist wrote, that "by displaying the personali-
ty (individual or collective) of the subject of speech,
characterizing his evaluation of reality, a word qual-
ifies him as a representative of a particular social
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group. Expression is always a subjective, typical and
individual from the fastest to the most stable, from
the excitement of the moment to the continuity not
only of the person and her neighboring environment,
class, but also of the epoch, nation and culture"'®.

Evaluation is anthropocentric by its nature.
While evaluating an object or thing, a person must
"pass" its signs through his consciousness'. The
content of the evaluation reflects the nature of the
person. We always evaluate only those things that
we need. Evaluation represents a person as a goal,
showing the movement from the sphere of systems
to the center of all these systems, to a person, as a
language personality.

The close connection between the speaker's evalu-
ation and his knowledge of the world is confirmed by
the fact that in the utterance an evaluation can find its
expression in the characterization of certain events,
objects, phenomena that have a positive / negative
evaluative significance for a particular social group
or society as a whole, e.g.: "I'd love it", said Miss
Matfield, forcing a smile"°. Miss Matfield’s sincere
desire does not correspond to her speech behavior,
that is the real intention of one of the communicants
(in this case, Miss Matfield) is conveyed by non-ver-
bal means (forcing a smile).

The linguistic aspect of the category of evaluation
constitutes the whole set of means and methods of its
expression. They are phonetic, morphological, syn-
tactic, mental, etc., which reflect the elements of the
evaluative situation.

Stratification of the evaluation vocabulary reaf-
firms Potebnya’s opinion about the parts of speech
as a kind of "modus"?! the representation of some-
thing in our consciousness, as well as the opinion
of some scholars on the necessity for a function-
al-cognitive approach to the study of the category of
evaluation (see, for example??, works of Arutyuno-
va, Byessonova, Myroniuk, Nikitin, Volf). The in-
terest of researchers in the "grammar of evaluation"
is stimulated by the characteristic for contemporary
linguistics atmosphere of attention to functional
grammar, which reliably occupied its niche, despite
less than centuries-old history.

Functional orientation of evaluative utterances
is caused by the fact that the speaker uses language
means as a device for his own intrusion into a speech
act, as an expression of his thoughts, his attitude and
his evaluation, the expression of relations he estab-
lishes between himself and the listener.

It is the evaluative-communicative function of
the language, which is opposed to the representative
(or conceptual) one. Similar opinion is expressed by
Bally, who emphasized that "to think means respond
to the submission, stating its presence, evaluating it
or requesting it"?. The speaker in this way expresses
either the manifestation of the will or judgment of the
fact or the values of the fact.
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Thus, the notion of "function" is fundamental in the
study of linguistic units: "this is ... the ability to perform
a certain purpose, the potential of functioning (in a "re-
duced form"), and at the same time the realization of this
ability, that is, the result, the purpose of functioning"**.
Functional principle allows to see evaluative utterances
in their "actions", reflecting positive or negative values,
attributed to the subject of the object of evaluation.

Let us consider the following example: "The
snowflake of Dolly's face held its shape; for once she
did not dissolve"*. To create a metaphorical image in
this utterance, two meanings of the noun snowflake:
direct — the snowflake held its shape and figurative
the snowflake of Dolly's face are actualized. The verb
dissolve is connected with the pronoun she by direct
syntactic relationship and realizes figurative mean-
ing, but at the same time its indirect syntactic rela-
tionship with snowflake and implementation of the
direct meaning is obviously seen.

Based on the tasks of functional grammar — the
development of the dynamic aspect of functioning of
grammatical units in interaction with elements of dif-
ferent levels of language, which participate in express-
ing the meaning of the utterance, linguists try to ex-
plore comprehensively the semantics of evaluation and
means of its expression in modern linguistic studies.

4. Conclusions. The interpretation of the eval-
uation as a "super-subjective" category of intellec-
tion and language reflects the complex and contra-
dictory nature of the evaluative semantics, which
consists in generalizing reference of the evaluative
function, "secondariness" of its nomination, the
specificity of the communicative purpose, which
reflects the objective properties of information si-
multaneously.

So we can understand the evaluation as an ex-
pression of the evaluative relation of the speaker to
the subject of speech, achievable at all levels of the
language, which is the result of abstract work of the
speaker's consciousness, logical reasoning.

The concept of "evaluation" has become an inte-
gral part of the conceptual apparatus of modern lin-
guistics, which clearly demonstrates the fact that it is
impossible to examine a language without resorting
to its primary purpose, its "creator", carrier, user, spe-
cific linguistic personality, a person.

The evaluation, therefore, should be studied com-
prehensively and profoundly as a category of high
level abstraction as one of the categories given by the
social, physical and mental nature of a person, which
determines his relation to other individuals and ob-
jects of the surrounding reality.
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AHoTanis

VY cTarTi po3nISHYTO KAaTEropiro OIHKU SIK OAHY 3 (DYyHKII MOBH, BAXKJIMBE 1 IliKaBe sSBUINE B JIHTBiCTHII. OIIHIOBAaHHS PI3HUX
(parMeHTiB cBiTY — 0€3CyMHIBHO, 3HaYyIIa CKJIaI0Ba KOTHITHBHOI NisTbHOCTI TFoanHu. OIiHKa pealtizy€eThes CBITOMICTIO Cy0'ekTa
IpH CIPUAHATTI 1 00po0wi iHdopMarii po 30BHIIIHIH CBIT i CMIBBIAHOCUTHCS 3 BHYTPILIHIM (MOBHUM) CBITOM JIFOJIMHH, Bi0Opa-
MKAIOUH HOTO «KapTUHY CBiTy». CyTHICTB KaTeropii OI[iHK! IOSICHIOETHCS TEOPI€I0 IIHHICHOT CIPSIMOBAHOCTI JTIO/ICHKOT iSUTBHOCTI
Ta CBIIOMOCTI, a KOJIO Il XapaKTeprCTHK o0iiiMae Bee Te, 1110 331aH0 (i3HIHOI0 i ICUXIYHOIO IPUPOJIOIO JIIOIUHHY, 11 Oy TTSIM 1 BiAdy-
BaHHsAM. OIiHIOBaHHS BUCTYIA€ PI3HOBHUIOM ITi3HaBAJIBHOI JTISITBHOCTI, aJUKe Y THOCEOJIOTIYHOMY IUTaHi Oy/Ib-sIKUH ITi3HaBaTbHIH
aKT BHpakae CTaBICHHS Cy0'ekTa 0 00'ekTa, TOOTO MICTHTH akT ouiHKU. OIiHHE TPAaKTyBaHHSI 0COOHM, 0OCTaBUH, IPEAMETA € OA-
HUM 13 HailBOXKITUBIIINX BUJIIB PO3YMOBO-MOBJICHHEBOT JISUITHHOCTI B MTOBCSAKICHHOMY JKUTTiI OCOOUCTOCTI. Y Mpalli MPONOHYEThCS
KOMYHIKaTUBHHHN MIIX111 J0O TOCIiKSHHS OI[IHHUX SIBUII, SKi ICHYIOTh B PEATBHOCTI 1 BioOpaxaroTsCst B MOBi. KomyHiKaTHUBHHI
aCIIeKT MOBH O3HAYa€ HASBHICTb €MHOI CTPYKTYPH MOBHHX OJMHHIIb, CKPIIUICHUX 3B'S3KOM 3MICTOBHHUX 1 ()OPMAJBbHUX CTOPIH.
VY 3B's13Ky 3 MM 0cOOIMBOT 3HAYYIIOCTI HaOyBae (QYHKIIOHYBaHHS OI[IHHUX BHUCIIOBIIOBaHb, OCKLUIBKY OLIIHIOBAHHS PI3HUX (par-
MEHTIB CBITY € OJIHI€I0 3 HAallBYK/IMBIILINX CKIAIOBHX KOTHITUBHOI IisutbHOCTI JitoauHu. OLiiHKa TOBUHHA BUBYATUCS KOMILUIEKCHO
Ta BUUEPITHO K KaTEropist BICOKOTO PiBHS abCTparyBaHHsI, SKa HaJISXHUTB JI0 YUCIIa THX KaTeropi, siki 3a/1aHi CyCIiIbHOIO, (i3ud-
HOIO Ta MCUXIYHO0 MPUPOIOIO JIIOIUHH, 1[0 3yMOBIIOE 11 CTaBICHHS /10 1HIINX 1HAWBIAIB Ta MPEAMETIB HABKOJIUIIHBOI AIHCHOCTI.
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Kapruna cBiTy, KOTHITHBHA IisSUTbHICTb, OIIIHKA, (YHKIIi MOBH, KOMYHIKaIlis.



