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Introduction. The paper focuses on the study of the framework of the evaluative utterance.
Frame composition can be considered as an autonomous configuration consisting of a body, a set
of standard patterns of speech acts, members of speech situation.

Purpose. The aim of this research is to explore the updating of frame structure that realizes
the evaluative potential.

Methods. The research was carried out by means of the methods of Speech act analysis,
framing technique, structural, semantic and contextual analysis.

Results. The notion “frame” is used mainly for the description of such elements of
consciousness, which are composed for demonstrating situations in object-human cognitive
activity. Frame structure can be viewed as a specific formation consisting of a core, a number
of standard models of speech acts, participants of speech episode. Also, a significant place
occupies the objective, plan and consequent. So, the evaluative situation can be associated with
the frame, as it consists of appraisal of the objects of the outer world and depicts the cohesion
of concepts of the object and the subject, materialized in the system of parts of speech, as well
as all the components of utterances that constitute the situation. The paper looks at the evaluative
utterance as the result of a certain perception pattern, picture, and script in the communicative
activity. According to socio-role position relations between participants of communication
are spread chiefly in the social domain of communication, where social role demonstrates
interactional rules between the subject of communicative process and its object.

Conclusions. The realized scheme of the evaluative utterance is related to the
accomplishment of the frame pattern of a typical communicative act in the form of a holistic
multi-layered creation — functional-semantic formation. Materialization of a frame pattern occurs
on the background of social interplay, where the functional-semantic representation of the evaluative
frame is benefited by resolving in its structure such components as the illocutionary act-event,
topical proposition and conventional grammatical construction.

Key words: frame, evaluation, evaluative utterance, sender, recipient, cognitive-
communicative field.
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Bcemyn. Jlocnimkenns cokycoBaHe Ha BHUBUCHHI (ppeiiMOBOi opraHizauii OLiHHOTO
BHCIIOBITIOBaHH. CTpyKTypy (hpeiiMy po3mIsigaeMo K caMoCTiliHy KOH(DIrypairo, o CKJIaJaeThest
3 sipa, Habopy cTaHIAapTHUX (OPM MOBJIICHHEBHX AKTIiB, yYACHUKIB MOBJICHHEBOT MOJAII.

Mema cmammi nionsrae B IECKPUIIIT 3ac00iB akTyamizanii ¢ppeliMoBOro cleHapito,
1[0 peasti3ye MOTEHIial OLiIHHOTO BUCIIOBIIOBAHHS.

Memoou. Y po3Biali BUKOPUCTAHO TaKi METOIU: METOI aKTOMOBJICHHEBOTO aHANI3Y,
MeTOx (peiiMOBOrO CTPYKTYpYBAaHHS MOBIJICHHEBOTO AaKTY, CTPYKTypHHUI, CEMaHTUYHUI
1 KOHTEKCTyaJIbHUN aHai3.
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Pesynomamu. TepMmiH “dpeliMm” y)KUBa€eThCs HAcCaMIIepe] [T XapaKTePUCTUKU CTPYKTYP
CB1IOMOCTI, sIKi OPMYIOTBCS IS BiTOOpa)KeHHS CUTYalliil B 00’ €KTUBHO-TTI3HABAJIBbHIN TiSUTHHOCTI
JIIOIVHY. BaknuBa poiib HaJISKUTh METI, IUIaHy Ta KOHCEKBEHTY. OLIIHHY CHTYaIli}0 BITHOCUMO
10 (hpeiimy, OCKIIBKH BOHA BKITIOUAE OLIHKY SBHII 30BHIIIHBOTO CBIiTY Ta IFOCTPY€E HEPO3PHUBHICTh
00pa3iB 00’ekTa i cy0’€KTa, 00’ €KTHBOBAHUX Y YACTHHOMOBHI I CHCTEMI, @ TAKOXK YCiX KOHCTUTYCHTIB
BHUCJIOBIIOBAHb SIK CKJIAAHUKIB CUTYaIlii. Y CTaTTi OL[IHHE BUCIOBIIOBAHHS PO3IVIAHYTO SIK IPOIYKT
MeBHOI peuieKciiiHOl KapTHHHU, CLEHH, CLEHApil0 B KOMYHIKaTUBHOMY akTi. BiamoBimHo
IO COILIaJIbHO-POIBOBOTO CTAaTyCy BIJHOCHHM MIX yYaCHHKaMHM CIiJIKyBaHHS MOLINPIOIOTHCS
31e01IBIIOT0 Ha coLialibHy c(hepy KOMYHIKALIIT, Ie colliajbHa POJib BijoOpaxae iHTepaKIiOHAIbHI
YMOBH MIiX Cy0’€KTOM KOMYHIKAaTHBHOI il 1 HOT0 00’ €KTOM.

Bucnoeku. CTpykTypa OLIHHOTO BUCJIOBIIOBaHH:I [T0B’ 3aHa 3 peaizaliiero GppeimMoBoi
CTPYKTYPH THIIOBOTO aKTy CHIJIKyBaHHS Y BUINIAL IUTICHOrO 0araTopiBHEBOTO YTBOPEHHS —
(GYyHKLIOHAIBHO-CEMAaHTUYHOTO YTBOPEHHA. AKTyanmizanis Takoi ¢peidMoBOi cTpyKTypHu
BinOyBaeThCs HA TUIi COLIANBHOI IHTEpaKIIii, Ie YBUPA3HIOETHCS (DYHKIIOHAIBHO-CEMaHTUYHE
YSIBJICHHS OLIIHHOTO (ppeiiMy HIISIXOM pealtizallii B HOro CKJIaJi TAKUX OJMHHMIb, SIK: LIOKyTHBHUH
aKT-IIOJIis, TeMaTUYHA IPOIO3MLIS 1 TUIIOBA TPaMaTH4HA KOHCTPYKIIis.

Kniouogi cnosa: Ghpeiim, olliHKa, OL[IHHE BUCJIOBITIOBAHHS, aPECAHT, a{pecaT, KOTHITUBHO-
KOMYHIKaTHBHE I10JIE.

Introduction. At present, the notion “frame” has been widely used in cognitive science (Zhabotynska,
1999, p. 14 — 16; Kroon, 1998, p. 205 — 223). It is applied mainly for the description of such structures
of consciousness, which are designed for performing situations in object-human cognitive activity.
Bearing in mind this idea the effectiveness of its usage in relation to more complex types of person’s
speech activity should be recognized because frame is “an important linguistic component of
the cognitive field of text structures, as well as the production, transformation and transposition
of knowledge, ideas and thoughts” (Kus’ko, 2001, p. 212).

The concept frame incorporates the explanation of the situation as a cognitive item, and as a text
segment. Ch.Fillmore defined frame as a cluster of words the combination of which is motivated
and formed by certain standardized knowledge structures or constructions that systemize human
abilities and skills (Fillmore, 1988, p. 54).

Frame is a declarative means of knowledge depiction, which is arranged in terms of explications
and is a box of knowledge about a specific field of human activity, on the ontology of the world,
the human portrayal of the system, topically associated with one image, one act and one script. Such
definition of the frame gives rights to grounds consider it as a definitely arranged system of propositions
which represent related denotative situations, that is, as a minimum informative section. Thus, the frame
can be termed the cognitive-communicative field, or communicative frame.

The aim of this research is to explore the updating of frame structure that realizes the evaluative
potential. Accomplishing this goal materialized in the resolution of a number of specific tasks: the analysis
of actualization of the structure of evaluative utterances in the frame; identification of functional-
semantic components of this realization.

The material under analysis was a selection of approximately 100 utterances of works by
contemporary British and American writers.

Methods and techniques are determined by the objectives, the material, theoretical direction
of the piece of writing and are of complex character. They combine points of the cognitive theory
and discourse theory. Speech act analysis is used while examining the pragmatic features of utterances
having evaluative concepts; the framing method is applied to structure the speech act on the instances
of the evaluative utterance.

Theoretical Background. Creation of the frame as the peculiar scheme of consciousness,
relating to the representation of the situation, has an ontological ground. Yu.G. Pankrats highlights
that it is realized in the course of re-experiencing the same act or in the checking of it. And by the fact
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that the description of the situation gets similar from the language point of view shapes, stereotypical
connections set in this order: “some event in the real world — understanding and investigation of
the situation in the consciousness — conventionalization of linguistic forms of description of the
situation” (Pankrats, 1992, p. 16).

The logical examination of concepts, which helps for the formulation of the laws of its internal
arrangement in order to identify its elements and modeling their intercooperations, corroborates
the idea about the frame as a stereotypical situation. The conceptual analysis of the logical scheme
is regulated by the system of predicates and propositional structures picturing the situation in the
organization of frames.

As far as the individual's life-world is constructed of many situations, their language and speech
fixing demands the combination of events into the utterances. Hence, the evaluative utterance is the
result of a definite demonstration pattern, scene, and script in the communicative act (Samohina, 2012).

It integrates such essential components as participants, or communicants — addresser and
the addressee and referent (world fragment of phenomena, or images), which are linked in the act
of communication set on the position of communicative action, thus generating a unique dynamic
complex — the cognitive-communicative field (Zhabotynska, 2013, p. 47 — 76), or a kind of
communicative frame, the elements of which are participants in the act of communication (speaker
and, correspondingly, the addressee), the essence of the utterance (in our instance — evaluative),
the place where the communication happens, the relations between partners during the process of
communication (Romanov, 1988, p. 28).

The target orientation of utterance always includes certain models of communicative and social
influence of the following types: personal, public, official, unofficial.

The form of communication between the participants is also modified by the social rank and role
in deciding the positions of the partners of communicative interaction act in order to accomplish
definite social roles: the seller — the buyer, the ticket-collector — the passenger, the chief — the subordinate,
etc. (and also the initiator — the recipient and vice versa).

According to socio-role position relations between participants of communication are spread
chiefly in the social domain of communication, where social role demonstrates interactional rules
between the subject of communicative process and its object. From the point of view of some linguists,
conditions of social cooperation between communicants are grounded on three kinds of relations —
coordination, subordination and supremacy (Benthem, 1991, p. 17 — 36), which are actualized
in the familiar, unconstrained, neutral and elevated communication (speech) registers. Communicative
part as a kind of invariant item of behavior, is placed in the habitual pattern of activities and is
associated with appropriate normative possibilities, which may be shown by the interlocutors
in a given communicative and specific social cases.

Communicants’ socio-role rank is set on a specific collection of rights and duties of the members
in the act of communication, their knowledge of these rights and obligations. Social locus and
socio-role position of partners construct pragmatic aspects that are the indispensable constituent of
the frame configuration of utterances in general and the evaluative one in particular, and they need
their recording in the performance of the act of communication (Kintsch, 1988, p. 163 — 182). These
components or criteria of interaction in the evaluative utterance may be called permanent components
of the frame.

The relationships between the communicants, modified by their socio-role rank, are characterized
by certain linguistic means giving a sign to the interlocutor about his partner's position. In addition,
some linguists (Arutyunova, 1990, p. 411; Shelovskih, 1995, p. 6 — 7) note that the selection of
language means in a certain type of communication in the application of the same illocutionary
intention to some extent depends on the relationship between the participants and their socio-role
status.
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Every communicative act is characterized by the specific mode of interaction, which is identified
by its interconnection with the situation-type, which is the frame with the essential components and
functional conditions inherent to it (Dijk, 1989, p. 26-30; Minskiy, 1988, p. 289). Frame structure
can be viewed as an independent complex consisting of a core, a number of models of speech acts,
participants of speech episode. Also, a significant place occupies the objective, plan and consequent.

So, the evaluative situation can be associated with the frame, as it consists of appraisal of
the objects of the outer world and depicts the cohesion of concepts of the object and the subject,
materialized in the system of parts of speech, as well as all the components of utterances that constitute
the situation (Zhabotynska, 1999, p. 15-16; Prihodko, 2016, p. 70 — 71).

Taking into consideration the above mentioned, the cognitive-communicative field of evaluative
situation can be defined as hyperframe of verbal cooperation, which demonstrates all segments
of the frame in their interconnection and interrelationship, which permits to specify the arrangement
of the constituents of information in the course of updating and regulate the materialization of certain
actions that depict the core of the frame formation in functional and semantic paterns.

Results and Discussion. Here we present the analysis of the process of updating the frame complex
of evaluative utterances. By updating, we mean the usage of the certain linguistic item with the aim
of conveying message in a peculiar communicative situation, when actualized concept, performed
by certain facts identified with his real representation in the speaker's mind (Bakieva 3, 6 — 7).
In the process of updating the specific transformation of a language unit into an indicator is observed,
so that the verbal expression used by the interlocutor is connected with a typical way of the
communicative act, demonstrating the appropriate description and characterization of the image that
G.G Pocheptsov (Pocheptsov, 1986, p. 10) defines as “hyperconfiguration”.

Production of utterance is the speaker’s matter. He uses language means as the device of influence.
Communicative and functional goal of such utterance is dictated by its deliberate use (communicative
tension, illocutionary objective) from the speaker's side — in this case, the author, for the planned
persuasion on the listener — the reader:

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 jolly look out (Aldington, 1968, p. 54).

Here we observe the description of the desperate situation of the characters. The author draws
our attention to the fact that the communicative motive determines not only the role of the speaker
as a direct partner of the act of communication, but also illustrates the specific aim of the speech design
and the way of its demonstration: whether the speaker resorts to a statement or a question, an order
or a request by his action.

The goal may be treated as a signal of the control of verbal behavior from the point of view of
the target influence of the statement, inserting it as a social action of verbal interaction actualized
by the utterance or utterances.

The target of realization of the utterance aimed at the listener's evaluative perception. In this
example a negative evaluation of the situation at war that permeates the whole utterance runs
is accentuated in the last two sentences, where a impressive contrast between what is said and what
is meant is ironically described. It can be taken for granted that in the evaluative utterance the speaker
stresses or emphasizes exactly what he thinks is appropriate at the moment. It is implemented directly
by the speaker by using different language means: words, phrases or sentences.

Understanding of what is meant by the speaker is associated with the act of the intention
(illocutionary) usage of linguistic expressions, the subject of which is accomplished in a speech act
proposition with proper communicative project in the organization of communicative hyperframe.
In this respect, the speaker's information governs the semantic reference by means of attributing
to the statement in the structure of the frame and can be appraised by participants as correct or incorrect,
sufficient or unsufficient to the situation of the frame under analysis:
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Iwas standing way the hell up on top of Thompson Hill, right next to this crazy cannon that was
in the revolutionary War and all (Salinger, 1998, p. 28).

The main character of the novel is a teenager, who resorts to abusive lexicon in his speech. He was
angry at everything and he did not love everyone. In his saying, adjective crazy is used together
with hell, and is observed as the norm of his emotional and expressive way to express his opinion
about the outer world, that is, this adjective carries out a reference function.

Association of the reference interrelation of speech formation and its goal installation in
the communicative act is natural of the process of updating of the frame design of latter (in this
case, statements expressing assessment), here it works as a functional-semantic picture of the act
of communication. Represented by the speaker, it comes out as a multidimensional complex, which
displays the act of the uniting of the reference propositional essence of the utterance to the target
act at the moment of communication.

Within the functional-semantic presentation of a typical network of illocutionary frame is possible
to connect numerous operations with a different degree of expression of illocutionary force, but one
of them is principal. In this case, the illocutionary force regarding the other illocutionary demonstrations
of the united formation is the superior one:

After a particularly 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 practice, but more like the Indian
Mutiny (Durrell, 1987, p. 19).

Evaluation in a humorous utterance is one of its elements created to realize several communication
aims: Larry explains that it is impossible to work in such situation, but Leslie makes an effort
to persuade him that it is quite possible. Effect of the evaluative statement is determined by the degree
of the speaker's impact on the addressee and lies in the illocutionary force of the utterance. Here,
the illocutionary power of convincing is the main one. Due to it the perlocutionary result is obtained
that does not require the speaker's purposes, which are revealed in Larry's words.

In large numbers illocutionary frames we do not observe explicit means of expression of
the intentional verbal impact (threat, pride, joy, boasting). In spite of that, we find resources of prosody
or peculiar syntax constructions of the speech formation with a specific thematic meaning, which
are used as the illocutionary markers.

This topical essence at the time of the speech influence displays the circumstances for the realization
of such content, taking into consideration expected answer in order to develop and plan further
the quality of the target of the suggested utterance:

The snowflake of Dolly's face held its shape, for once she did not dissolve (Capote, 1974, p. 33).

To create a metaphorical image in two meanings of the noun snowflake: primary — the snowflake
held its shape and secondary, figurative one the snowflake of Dolly's face are actualized. The verb
dissolve is joined with the pronoun s/e by direct syntactic relationship and realizes figurative meaning,
but at the same time its indirect syntactic relation with snowflake and actualization of the direct
meaning is evidently observed.

“I'd love it”, said Miss Matfield, forcing a smile (Priestley, 1974, p. 180).

Miss Mayfield’s real wish does not coincide with her speech behavior, that is the true motive of one
of the interlocutors (in this case, Miss Mayfield) is expressed by non-verbal means (forcing a smile).

Conclusions. A significant part of the procedure of production of the evaluative utterance
is a cognitive factor. First of all, it helps to conceptualize the relationships between situations of
extralinguistic reality (addresser's perspective), moreover, it acts as a specific indicator for the process
of the mental perception of text (addressee’s viewpoint). So, participants of communicative act use
universal patterns of encoding and decoding of information that is collected in the utterance.
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The realized scheme of the evaluative utterance is related to the accomplishment of the frame
pattern of a typical communicative act in the form of a holistic multi-layered creation — functional-
semantic formation

Materialization of a frame pattern occurs on the background of social interplay, where the
functional-semantic representation of the evaluative frame is benefited by resolving in its structure
such components as the illocutionary act-event, topical proposition and conventional grammatical
construction.

Thus, there is a representation of interconnected and interdependent in their progress notions —
from components of the statement — to all evaluative utterance, which is the essence of the cognitive-
communicative field of intercommunication.

REFERENCES

Arutyunova, N. D. (1990). Referentsiya. Lingvisticheskiy entsiklopedicheskiy slovar. Moskva:
Sov. entsikl., 411-412.

Bakieva, G. F. (1998). Freim i modelirvanie situatsii. Dokladu IV Mezhdunar. konf. “Semantika
yazukovuh edinits”, 1, 6-7.

Dijk, T. A. van. (1989). Yazuk. Poznaniye. Kommunikatsiya. Moskva: Progress.

Zhabotynska, S. A. (1999). Kontseptualnuy analiz: tupu freimov. Visnyk Cherkaskogo un-tu: Ser. “Filol.
nauki”, 11, 12-25.

Zhabotynska, S. A. (2013). Imya kak tekst: kontseptualnaya set’ leksicheskogo znacheniya (analiz
imeni emotsii). Cognition, communication, discourse, 6, 47-76.

Kus’ko, K. Ya. (2001). Freimovi strategii u riznozhanrovomu inozemnomovnomu duskursi. Movni
i kontseptual'ni kartunu svitu, 5, 210-214.

Minskiy, M. (1988). Ostroumie i logika kognitivnogo, bessoznatelnogo. NZL. Moskva: Progress,
23, 281-309.

Pankrats, Yu. G. (1992). Propozitsional 'nuye strukturu i ih rol’v formirvanii yazukovuh edinits raznuh
urovney (na materiale slozhnostrukturirovannuh glagolov sovremennogo angliyskogo yazuka).
(Avtoref. dis. d-ra filol. nauk). Moskva: IYa RAN.

Pocheptsov, G. G. (1986). O kommunikativnoy tipologii adresata. Rechevuye aktu v lingvistike
i metodike. Pyatigorsk: Gos. ped. in-t inostr.yaz., 10-17.

Prihodko, G. 1. (2016). Kategoriya otsinki v konteksti zminu lingvistuchnuh paradigm. Zaporizhzhya:
Krugozor.

Romanov, A. A. (1988). Sistemnuy analiz regulyativnuh sredstv dialogicheskogo obsheniya. Moskva:
I'Ya RAN.

Samohina, V. O. (2012). Zhart u suchasnomu komunikatuvnomu ghjstori Velukoi Brutanii ta SSHA.
Harkiv: HNU imeni V. N. Karazina

Fillmore, Ch. (1988). Freimu i semantika ponimaniya. NZL. Moskva: Progress, 23, 52-92.

Shelovskih, T. 1. (1995). Rechevoy akt soveta: funktsionalno-pragmaticheskiy analiz. (Avtoref. dis.
kand. filol. nauk). Voronezh: Voronezhsk. gos. un-t.

Benthem, J. V. (1991). Linguistic Universals in Logical Semantics. Semantic Universals and Universal
Semantics. Berlin: Max Niemayer.

Kintsch, W. (1988). The Role of Knowledge in Discourse Comprehension: A Construction-Integration
Model. Psychological Review, 5, 163-182.

Kroon, C. (1998). A Framework for the Description of Latin Discourse Markers. Journal of
Pragmatics, 30, 205-223.

LITERARY SOURCES
Aldington, R. (1968). Death of a Hero. L.: Sphere.

119



Bicnux KHJTY. Cepis @inonocis. Tom 22. Ne 2. 2019

Capote, T. (1974). The Grass Harp. M.: Progress Publishers.

Durrell, G. (1987). My Family and Other Animals. M.: Progress Publishers.
Priestley, J. B. (1974). Angel Pavement. M.: Progress Publishers.

Salinger, D. (1998). The Catcher in the Rye. M.: Apt + N.

Jlama naoxooicenns 0o pedaxyii 02.11.2019 p.
Yxeaneno oo opyky 21.11.2019 p.

120



	pryhodko

