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Abstract. The paper provides an analysis of the evaluative potential of verbal and non-verbal means within the
category of evaluation in contemporary Ukrainian internet discourse. These linguistic tools are employed to exert
linguistic influence on the audience. Rational and emotional evaluation is integral to the lexical meaning of words,
phrases, and sentences, reflecting a positive or negative attitude towards the respective subjects, facts, and events in
the surrounding world.

The implementation of evaluation at the lexical level is manifested in archaic lexical units with a touch of
formality (6e3cmepms, eepoizm), in expressively colored vocabulary (slang, colloquialisms, vulgarisms, abusive
words) (zanpooaneyn, eusuckysau), and in neologisms. Maximum influence on the consciousness and behavior
of the addressee is achieved through the metaphorical use of words, as secondary nominations impart imagery,
expressiveness, emotional content, and originality to texts, attracting the attention of readers. The implication of the
author’s subjective evaluation with the aim of shaping a particular attitude towards events and presented information
is realized within the specific mass media context through the use of vocabulary which names precedent phenomena,
and other linguistic means.
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1. Problem Statement

The anthropocentric approach in contemporary linguistics involves the investigation of the features
of denotative and connotatively colored vocabulary with evaluative significance as a means of influencing
the social and personal lives of language native speakers. The universal category of evaluation, formed
in the human consciousness, is a result of the formation of values and is directly associated with the
communicative function of language.

In the view of W. Gray, cognition is encoded by emotions, “‘emotion, intellect, and thinking constitute
an indivisible unity” (Gray 1973: 17). V. A. Kukharenko introduced the concept of emotional-evaluative
meaning of a word, which “conveys the attitude towards the object through its evaluation, as evaluations
and emotions are inseparably linked in our perception of reality” (Kyxapenko / Kukharenko 2004: 43).
“The emotionally-evaluative (connotative) vocabulary is a linguistic phenomenon, a distinctive component
through which the psychological state of the speaker is expressed, as well as their attitude towards the object,
subject, or addressee of speech — in other words, everything that constitutes the purpose of the emotive
function of the word” (Craaniii / Stadnii 2010: 321). However, not all scholars concur that evaluativity and
emotiveness are an indivisible unity and consider them as distinct components that presuppose each other:
“thinking constitutes a combination of the intellectual and emotional, while emotion is a combination of
the emotional and intellectual” (PyOunmreiin / Rubinshteyn 2002: 13).

The lexical means of the evaluation category in internet discourse, defined as “a mass of electronic,
audio, and video texts, along with extralinguistic factors interlinked through a system of hyperlinks, access
to which is provided by logging on to the Internet using a computer or alternative multimedia devices”
(I'ym3b / Hudz 2015) are of a special nature, as they reflect the point of view of a particular author. Media
texts contain an individual positive or negative subjective evaluation of a phenomenon, event, or person,
influencing public opinion.

Contemporary Ukrainian media discourse reacts very quickly to the latest social events, using
verbal and non-verbal linguistic means that indicate the language preferences of individual authors as
representatives of a given language community.
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In this context, evaluation is realized within the structure of lexemes in different ways: it serves as a
component of denotation (maprocrascmeo) — logical perception of the environment, or as a component of
connotation (6anodwk) — sensory, figurative awareness of the surrounding reality.

The relevance of the conducted research is related to the issues that are in the focus of modern
linguistics: the need for further study of the expression of evaluation in media texts, the unresolved questions
of whether the semantics of lexemes can combine evaluative and emotional-expressive meanings, which
verbal and non-verbal means perform evaluative function, how they are able to express individual feelings
of people and exert linguistic influence on the audience.

The aim of the conducted research was to examine the features of expressing evaluation in contemporary
Ukrainian internet discourse.

The research was based on the material of media texts from the socio-political and cultural thematic
content of the online publication “Dumska™', one of the primary information portals in the Odesa region,
covering the period from 2022 to 2024.

2. The category of evaluation, its structure and components

In Ukrainian linguistics, the category of evaluation, often viewed as “a phenomenon of consciousness
reflecting the result of recognizing the value of environmental phenomena” (Crenanenxo, [leitna /
Stepanenko, Deina 2018: 32) is most commonly considered as an axiological component of lexical
meaning. T. Kosmeda emphasizes that “evaluation is a category that unites all the means that modern
language has at its disposal for categorizing and designating the variety of evaluative values that are
motivated by the connections between the speaker and reality” (Kocmena / Kosmeda 2000: 31). 1. V.
Onyshchenko associates evaluation with a component of the semantic structure of the word, indicating a
specific value of the object in terms of compliance/non-compliance with the speaker’s requirements. This
component interacts with other elements within the semantic structure of the linguistic sign. The category
of evaluation is primarily “a category of nouns, adjectives, and adverbs”. “It is important not to lose sight
of the fact that emotions and evaluations are two ways of interpreting reality that are not only closely
related but also mutually determine each other. (...) The formula of their interaction takes the following
form: evaluation is the opinion of the subject about the value of the object for them, while emotion is the
feeling of a person caused by this opinion” (Onumenxo / Onyshchenko 2004: 64).

The structure of the evaluation includes the subject and the object of evaluation, the evaluation itself,
the basis for the evaluation, and an axiological scale of evaluations (an undefined, abstract component).
It is impossible to precisely fix the number of features and the distance between different degrees of the
feature — positive / meliorative, neutral, and negative / pejorative.

The category of evaluation has semantic (value) and pragmatic core components (attitude to someone
or something — neutral, positive, negative) that mark stable features of concepts, embody in words, phrases,
and phraseological units an evaluation with the connotation of “good/bad” accepted in a given society, for
example, Haubinbw momueoeani, epamomui, Kpacuei, 6UOAmMHuULL, C8ill, WisXxemHe NoXo0NceHHs, 000pi
CMOCYHKU, CRPABIHCHSL TIOOUHA, YYHCULL, HEBI2IACME0, IHmpueancmeo, ceoioma, neeionux. Such overall
evaluative meanings, through a combination of features, represent an axiological summary: JJueyroms
306U YKPAIHCOKUX YUHOGHUKIB, AKI HAMA2AOMbCs pooumu 2apuy mMiny 3a nozanoi zpu. 9u nopamynox
nomonarwyux — cnpasa pyKk camux nomonaroyux? Yomy nawi nonimuxu aK 600U ¢ poma HAOPAIU i He
002080pI0IOMb 3 HAWUMU NAPMHEPAMU PEATbHULL NOPAOOK OEHHULL, 8I0 K020 3aNeHCUmsd 0015 Kpainu??

Some partially evaluative meanings, for example, o61yoa posm., xononcoka ioeonoeis, kopucmonioo-
Hutl 6aramym, bezenysoa sasea, provide the author’s subjective evaluation of one aspect of an object,
event, or fact.

“It is also quite obvious that in discourses evaluation acts as an immanent value: it is difficult to
imagine a text without evaluation, since even a neutral (zero) evaluation remains, in fact, an evaluation.
Well-known principles of modal logic apply to such ‘classic’ types of evaluation as ‘good’, ‘bad’, and

! https://dumskaya.net/
2 https://dumskaya.net/post/eyforiya-vid-rishennya-es-ne-mae-pozbavlyati/author/
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‘indifferent’.” However, linguistic studies, particularly the investigations into the semantics of these
concepts conducted by Richard Mervyn Hare, indicate that even the lexemes ‘good’ and ‘bad’ sometimes
correspond to concepts opposite to them (Cepaxum / Serazhym 2002; X»ap / Hare 1985). Indeed, we can
observe cases when, due to contextual factors, in a certain semantic environment, negative evaluation of
lexemes with positive connotations occurs: 6oocecmeo 3acm. “Tipo TMPEAMET 3aXOTUICHHS 1 IaHyBaHHS
(CYM 1.1/ SUM vol. 1 1970: 211), however, in the contemporary media context, this word can take on a
negative connotation: Yagimo, 6inbuicms Macoeo noune gipumu, wo ... PO3YMHIWMUL Mma Kpawuil y 8cix
cencax 3a moodei ma 6yov-sKy depacasny cucmemy. Take cobi Hoee Borcecmeo. ..

3. Expression of ameliorative and pejorative evaluation in the linguistic space of
Ukrainian Internet discourse

Melioratives reflect a general positive evaluation through the predicate ‘good’, indicating in
complementary statements the subject’s favorable attitude towards the object or the fact being evaluated.
Reporters from all global publications who were finally officially allowed, or more precisely brought into
the city, are capturing the texture — ackpasi, wiacnugi, ¢invni oOIUYYA | Yepnaromes emMoyitini icmopii
aremensimu®;, Bu 6 ix 6auunu, maxi kpaceni’; CKilbKu 2apHux nedazozie kompi, Xouynms npayiosamu, 6ymu
OpY3IMU [ HACMABHUKAMU WKONAPIE — MAKI I NOBUHHI npayiosamu’.

We note lexemes that reflect in the semantics partially positive evaluations of the expressed object:

— creative: Konu s nosepnyscs 0o npoxkypamypu, mo 6y6 8paxceHuti npaybo8umicmio ma Kpeamue-
HICMI0 HO8020 NOKONIHHS,

— emotional and sensual: Vrpainyi eussunucs neitmogipno cmititkum napooom, 3ybacmum, 30am-
HUM 00 (heHOMEHAIbHOT camoopzanizayii ma cnpase)cHboi MooOLzauii v Kpumuunut momenm?®,
Cb0200Hi 6 HAC € NPEKPACHUTL 2eHePaNbHULL NPOKYPOP ... Bin — Oyoice eusasicena nioduna, sxa 3a6ic-
Oou niompumae mebe, AKuj0 mu npasuil’;

— physiologically-aesthetic: Aca, dymas 5, dusnsauucy na moco, xmo npuLiwo8: a3iamcoKoi 306Hil-
Hocmi, edice HiMHIN, akypamuuii, cnokiunuu'’; /[eomemposuil éecenyn Pyciran JJo6poeonvcokuil i
1020 cmpumanuit, mosuasnuil Hanaprux Edyapo Bempyk noeéepHyaucs 3 HiuHO20 nampynoganus'';
3 leopem nputiwina 11020 Mama, cyXeHbKa ManeHbKa JHcinka. 30aemucs, 6OHA 20M0O8d pO3NIACMAMuU
HAO CUHOM KpUIa i 3aKpumu oo 6io Hanacmeil'?; Onexcandp Kaniniuenko mpumae mapky. Kaniman
1-20 paney Biiicbkoso-mopcokux cun Yrpainu y éiocmasyi. ¥ nboeo 2opoe oonuuus i 6inocHixcna
wesentopa',

—moral and ethical: Ha wacmas, 5 6dice 3naro il inwux npoorocepis, 0yice 4ecHux, npoghecitinux ma
nopsonux',

— ideological (evaluating the socio-political system, politicians, public figures): Bika cosopums yk-
paincvkoio. I cebe ssadcac nampiomroro®.

* https://dumskaya.net/post/pristrasti-navkolo-shtuchnogo-intelektu/author/

4 https://dumskaya.net/news/osvobozhdennyy-herson-oshchushchenie-svobody-uni-170488/ua/
5 https://dumskaya.net/news/sozhzhennaya-tehnika-unichtozhennye-doma-i-iskal-173202/ua/

¢ https://dumskaya.net/news/ukrajinskiy-sprotiv-s-odesskim-istorikom-i-rekto-180594/ua/

7 https://dumskaya.net/news/100-dney-raoty-gubernatora-oleg-kiper-rasskazal-178609/ua/

§ https://dumskaya.net/news/yangoli-volyu-zovut-ukrajina-tsena-nezavisimosti-168054/ua/

? https://dumskaya.net/news/100-dney-raoty-gubernatora-oleg-kiper-rasskazal-178609/ua/

19 https://dumskaya.net/news/12-let-ada-odessita-ponevole-pohititeli-i-ubiytc-172096/ua/

' https://dumskaya.net/news/razdelnaya-tro-174039/ua/

12 https://dumskaya.net/news/po-bezzakoniyu-voennogo-vremeni-v-odesse-za-nosh-177893/ua/
13 https://dumskaya.net/news/kak-ugnat-rossiyskuyu-atomnuyu-submarinu-gayd-s-179761/ua/
" https://dumskaya.net/news/odesskaya-stcenaristka-pobedivshaya-na-nyu-yorks-168999/ua/

'S https://dumskaya.net/news/strah-golod-izbieniya-kak-provodilsya-psevdorefe-178747/ua/
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Pejorative general vocabulary embodies connotative negative meanings through the predicate ‘bad’,
thereby creating a negative perception of objects, events, phenomena among readers, for example: fxou y
sac 6y Hyb NIONUCHUKIG, 51 6 cKa3as, wjo 6u no2aui gaxieyi'®; masumns poszm. “HesaiicaenHi mpii” (CYM
T. 4 / SUM vol. 4 1973: 660): Ta i subopuuii npoyec 3i cCKynueHHsam Hapooy HA OLIbHUYSAX NIO PUSUKOM
oocmpiny — ye maaunsn nosna!'’; 31001001cka po3m. “MONNHA, sKa 3aMa€ThCSA IPIOHUMH KpaaiKKaMu':
Pociiicoka acpecis na cxo00i Yrpainu 2014 poxy kpymo 3minuna scumms OpioHomy 310010xcui Maxcumy
Dominy, cnpasdicHe im’si noKitiHo2o's; naxabcmeo BiN HaxaOHul “SIKW Ji€ 3yXBajo, 0€31epeMOHHO, T10-
PYIIYIOYH MOpaJibHI HOPMH 1 HE3BaKAH0OUH Ha cTaBleHHs /10 1boro iHmmx” (CYM 1. 5/ SUM vol. 5 1974:
226): /lsanaoysmov poxie CniibHux mpueoz, Oe3cunoi n1omi, 30U8y8anHs YUHOGHUUbKUM HAXAOCMEOM i
Henpogecionanizmom’.

Partially axiological pejorative lexical units are more diverse, as they encompass evaluations such as:

—intellectual (evaluating the level of cognitive abilities and grouping lexemes with the connotation of
“foolish’): Asapitinicme cmeopioroms 100U ceo€ro Heopzanizosanicmio i 6e3zpamomuicmio™,

— moral and ethical: for example, a sleazeball “downtrodden, debased, and feeble-minded; untidy
and neglectful”: umowmnux “ynocnimkeHuii, MPUHMKYBaHUH, C1a00OAyXUil YOJIOBIK; HEOXallHUH, 3a-
gynapeHuid”: Omoice, HOBIL 00U ... ye 8ce Mi JHe UMOWIHUKU K cmapi®'; ... Mu Oopemocs 3a c60€
Jrcummst, 3a nPAso ICHY8aMuU HA CE0IL 3eMill, A 60HU — 2UOKI PO3OIUHUKU, WO 3aNi31U 8 YyHCull Oim*,
Mapodep “BOSIK, 110 Tpady€e BOUTUX Ta TIOpaHEHUX Micisi 6010 a00 MUpHE HAceJICHHS Tij] Yac BidHHN
(CYM T1.4/SUM vol. 4 1973: 632): He bpewims, 60 na moii uac mapooep eaice he 0y8 npe3udenmom
[ He Mag HIAKO20 Npasa GUCMynamu i3 maxkum 36epHenHam!*; Jlo uoeo s niona i Mmep3eHna cymo y
YuUX Het0ois, SIKi HaMaearomovcsi 8 OyOb-sKuil CNOCi6 OYoOpHUMU THOOUHY ?**,

— ideological: Tak icmopuuno cxnanocs, wo 6 Qoeci y mepa ma 20108uU 0eprHcasHoi aomiHicmpayii
BIOHOCUHU Heuacmo Oyiu 2apHUMu™.

We also note lexemes that convey a negative evaluation of the addressee in a specified implicit manner
(metaphors, euphemisms) with relative expressiveness: ... 6invwicms conoamis sikom 50+ npocmo cmato-
mb mazapem 0Jist niopo30inS; ... MIIbUOHU 100l HA IHUUX KOHMUHEHMAX 3aIUUAmsbCsi 6€3 00CIynHo20
nPO00BONILCMEA, A MUCAYT YKPAiHyie — be3 pobomu ma 3aco0ie ichysanus. Ane i 6i0 yiei dymxu, eaoaro,
3A006071€HA NOMBOPA JIULLE XUNHCO NOCMIXAEMbCS. .. >

Evaluative metaphorical nominations arise from the creation of names using zoonomes: / kpuuumso,
MOS8, 3HAIO, SIK YUX WYPI8 NO3UMU [ 3MYCUmU nocmpiismu no oponam!*®; Oxcanuenxo ninomaicem amie
8I0BONIKMU HA cebe DINbULY YACMUHY BOPONCUX, ... CEP8’ AMHUKIG, ... 0)8 HABIMb HEUMOBIPHULL BUNAOOK,
KOJU NPOMS2OM 0OHO20 6010 00UH i3 YKPATHCOKUX COKOII@ CKUHYS [3 X80CMA CiM 8opodicux pakem!*; Yyew
mu Ko3a! — nouunae 3e4ka, Ky Ha2na0ayka Ha MeHe HaybKyeaad, i 0ani mam makuti eycmuii*.

The subjective evaluation of events or phenomena by the authors of media texts can be reflected by
means of precedent texts, verbal names (Bypamino “in Ukrainian army denotes a military person who
expends his salary within the first few days; Buratino is the principal character in Alexei Tolstoy’s fairy

16 https://dumskaya.net/news/100-dney-raoty-gubernatora-oleg-kiper-rasskazal-178609/ua/

17 https://dumskaya.net/news/metushnya-navkolo-golovkomu-prezidentski-revnosh-180035/ua/
18 https://dumskaya.net/post/vbivstvo-na-bolotah/author/

1% https://dumskaya.net/news/12-let-ada-odessita-ponevole-pohititeli-i-ubiytc-172096/ua/

20 https://dumskaya.net/news/kak-ugnat-rossiyskuyu-atomnuyu-submarinu-gayd-s-179761/ua/
2 https://dumskaya.net/post/vbivstvo-na-bolotah/author/

2 https://dumskaya.net/news/yangoli-volyu-zovut-ukrajina-tsena-nezavisimosti-168054/ua/

2 https://dumskaya.net/news/metushnya-navkolo-golovkomu-prezidentski-revnosh-180035/ua/
2 https://dumskaya.net/news/kak-ugnat-rossiyskuyu-atomnuyu-submarinu-gayd-s-179761/ua/
Z https://dumskaya.net/news/100-dney-raoty-gubernatora-oleg-kiper-rasskazal-178609/ua/

26 https://dumskaya.net/news/ukrainskiy-artillerist-s-nashey-storony-eto-voyn-170737/ua/

2 https://dumskaya.net/news/russkiy-mir-doletel-do-izmaila-gorozhane-prihody-177799/ua/

28 https://dumskaya.net/news/h-evaya-ataka-kak-zaverbovannyh-v-chvk-vagner-za-169549/ua/
» https://dumskaya.net/news/zheleznyy-ryad-prizrak-kieva-i-sem-raket-kak-ukr-168789/ua/

3 https://dumskaya.net/news/strah-golod-izbieniya-kak-provodilsya-psevdorefe-178747/ua/
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tale “The Golden Key”, its prototype is derived from Pinocchio), Icyc, Boe, mepminamop “‘a humanoid
robot, practically indestructible soldier”), word derivatives (ocamanig) and expressions (mumanu XXI
cmonimms, Hauouxkiwuil gpankenwmetir) that convey not only the cultural experience known to the
speakers, but also in a certain way comprehend the life values existing in society through it: Tax, ocmanni
nodii na ¢hpoumi He oaroms NPUBOOY Ol padoChii, aie Jic ye He ckacosye 3eeputerozo numu! Tumanamu
XXI cmonimms, cynepeeposimu, ski, 00 peui, Hocsimb naawi — naaw-namemu®'; Ha scanw, ob6cmpinu ne
3YNUHAIOMbCS, 80PO2 OCAMAHIE ma pooums éce, w0O NePeKpumu Haui eKCROPMHI MONCIUBOCT? ...
HuHiwmsa Mockeéa npocysae HAOUKIWL020 panHKeHWMERA, AKULL CKIA0AEMbCS 3 BUXONLOUEHO20 NPABO-
cnag’s, wo npakmuyno empamug Icyca®; Ane 6ce 6 scummi He UNAOKOBO, I 51 XOUY 3HAMU. YUM Oenymam
Map’aua besyena 3asununa neped bozom, wo Bin nauucmo nozbasus ii pozymy, a pazom iz posymom
npuxonus i cogicms?**; A nionezni, AKi 000HCHIOIOMb C6020 KOMAHOUPA, NO3A0YL TACKABO NPO36ANU U020
“Bameto-Tepminamopom ™.

The category of evaluation is manifested not only in stylistically colored linguistic units inherent in
the Ukrainian language system but also in secondary nominations and neologisms created from linguistic
material. For instance, the neologism to trigger derived from youth slang, denotes “to evoke an intense
emotional reaction, unpleasant feelings, emotions, experiences, or memories™°: Yecno kasicyuu, mene, 3
MOIM QKMUBICMCOKUM GEKePAYHOOM, Yi 36ePHEHH, KL 00 HAC HAOX00AMb, OY8Ae, NOMYHCHO mpuzepamsp”’ .

A shift in vector from positive to negative, marking irony and doubt, can be achieved through graphic
means such as quotation marks. For example, in the phrase lucky devil “lucky person” with the addition
of quotation marks: 3apas y CI30 makux “wacaueuuxis”, axi nompanuiu 3a KpaoinicKu 6CaKoi HiceHim-
Huyi, decamku’®; 2ocnodap “Toii, XT0 3aMa€ETHCsI TOCIIOAAPCTBOM, XTO Bejie rocnoaapctso” (CYM 1. 2 /
SUM vol. 2 1971: 140): Kpuminanvnomy “zocnooapio” nieons Odecvkoi obracmi 3a04no obpaiu 3ano-
Oiocnutl 3axi0*’; konmpabac scape. “KoHTpabaHIa — HE3aKOHHE, TAEMHE ITEPEBE3EHHs a00 MEpEHECEHHS
qyepes JIep>KaBHUN KOPJIOH TOBapiB, KOIITOBHOCTEH 1 T. iH., 3a00poHeHuX abo oOkianennx mutom” (CYM
T. 4/ SUM vol. 4 1973: 269): I came Bikmopa ['ywana moosicna nazeamu koponem “conmpadacy ™.

4. Conclusions and prospects for research

Therefore, the issue of lexical means for expressing the category of evaluation remains relevant in
linguistics, driven by the complexity of evaluative components and the nuances associated with the usage
of both verbal and non-verbal units. Unfortunately, the scope of the paper does not allow us to analyze all
the collected materials. However, based on the observations we can state that the category of evaluation is
closely related to people’s lives and reflects in the language system a positive or negative characterization
of objects, facts and events.

The saturation of Internet texts with evaluative vocabulary allows the authors of publications not only
to reveal their individual worldview, to express their attitude to the realities of contemporary Ukrainian
society, but also to influence the minds of readers.

To enhance positive or negative strategies in the semantics of words and phrases, partially axiological
meanings are implemented, representing intellectual, aesthetic, emotional, physiological, moral, and ethical
evaluations of objects or facts. The manifestation of evaluation is evident in literary and archaic lexical
units with a solemn nuance (immortality, heroism), as well as in expressively colored vocabulary (a venal,

3T https://dumskaya.net/news/serdtce-pod-pikselem-den-lyudey-sovershivshih-ne-180707/ua/

32 https://dumskaya.net/news/100-dney-raoty-gubernatora-oleg-kiper-rasskazal-178609/ua/

3 https://dumskaya.net/news/mayatnik-zaluzhnogo-dlinnaya-ruka-sil-oborony-i-170363/ua/

3 https://dumskaya.net/post/bezugla-kliche-zhinok-na-front/author/

35 https://dumskaya.net/news/posmertno-zhivoy-strashnoe-puteshestvie-mayora-d-173060/ua/
3¢ https://tsn.ua/tsikavinki/

37 https://dumskaya.net/news/intervyu-vitko-prisyazhnyuk-170305/ua/

38 https://dumskaya.net/news/po-bezzakoniyu-voennogo-vremeni-v-odesse-za-nosh-177893/ua/
39 https://dumskaya.net/news/kriminalnomu-hozyainu-yuga-odesskoy-oblasti-zaoc-168978/ua/
“0https://dumskaya.net/news/pridnistrovya-163778/ua/

298



a sweater). The maximum impact on the consciousness and behavior of readers is achieved through the use
of figurative language, as secondary nominations impart imagery, expressiveness, emotional resonance,
and originality to texts. The collected material also indicates that evaluative meanings of lexemes may
arise as a result of contextually driven and situational factors.

The prospects for further research lie in a more in-depth analysis of evaluative elements at other
linguistic levels, which, in the context of interpersonal confrontation, exert influence on the emotional state
of speakers and of the society as a whole.
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KATETOPUSATA OHEHBUYHOCT U HEHHOTO OTPA’KEHUE B ChBPEMEH-
HUA YKPAUHCKH UHTEPHET JUCKYPC
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Pe3rome. B crarusita ce aHanu3upa OLUEHBYHUAT NOTEHIMA HA BepOaJHUTE U HeBEepOAIHUTE CPEICTBA HA €3UKOBa-
Ta KaTeropus OUCHBYHOCT B CbBPEMCHHUA YKPAUHCKHA UHTCPHET AUCKYPC, YPE3 KOUTO CE OCHUICCTBABA €3UKOBOTO
BB3/ICHCTBUE BHPXY ayauTopusTa. PannoHanHaTa, KakTo U €eMOLIMOHAIHATA OIICHKA Ca ChCTABHU YacTH Ha JIGKCH-
KaJIHOTO 3HaYCHUE HA JYMUTEC, U3PA3ZUTE, U3PEUCHUATA U OTpa3saBaT MO3UTUBHOTO UJIKM HETATUBHOTO OTHOIICHUE KbM
CHOTBETHHUTE O0OCKTH, (PAaKTH, CHOUTHS OT MPEAMETHATA AEHCTBUTEITHOCT.

Ha nekcukanHoO paBHHIIE OLIEHBYHOCTTA CE Peaiu3upa ¢ IOMOIITA Ha MapKUPAHHUTE C ThPIKECTBEHa TOHAHOCT
KHW)KHU W OCTapeliy JICKCUKAITHH SIUHUIM (Oe3cmepms, 2epoizm), eKCIIPEeCUBHO O0arpeHara JISKCHKa (KaprOHHH,
MPOCTOPEYHHU JIyMH, ByJITapU3MH, TICYBHH) (3anpodaneys, 6U3UCKY6at), HEONOru3MUTe. MaKkCHMaIHOTO BIUSHHUE Bbp-
Xy Ch3HAHHETO U IOBEICHUETO Ha ajpecara obadye ce pealusupa 4pe3 JIyMUTE, YIOTPeOSHH B IIPEHOCHO 3HAYeHHE,
3aI1[0TO UMEHHO BTOPUYHHUTE HOMUHAIMH M3IPAXKAAT 00Pa3HOCTTA, EKCIPECHBHOCTTA, EMOLIMOHATHOCTTA U OPUIHHAJ-
HOCTTa Ha TEKCTOBETE M MPHBJINYAT BHUMAHKETO Ha uuTarenute. [IpenaBaHeTo Ha cyOeKTHBHATA OLICHKA HA aBTOpa C
e (hopMupane Ha KOHKPETHO OTHOIIEHHE KbM CHOUTHATA U MIPEICTaBeHATa HH(POPMAIHS CE peai3nupa B MEAUHHIS
KOHTEKCT YPE3 U3MOJI3BAHETO Ha JICKCHKA, KOATO Ha30BaBa NPECAXOAHHN ABJICHUA, U APYTU €3UKOBU CPEACTBA.
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