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Abstract

The article deals with the issues of cognitive and pragmatic aspects of assessing speech activity
in a foreign language dialogical speech. The authors investigate the advantages of criteria-based
assessment, which include: the ability to track students’ individual achievements in the educational
process (as opposed to the formal statement of the result based on standard reference norms); the
possibility of informal expert assessment of educational results, for example, by employers, parents,
teachers, as well as independent and mutual assessment (as opposed to assessment only by the
teacher); focus on the student's achievements, on what he knows and is able to, that is, the presence
of the “success effect” (as opposed to the “loser effect”, which states that the student is not able to);
qualitative, rather than quantitative (normative) assessment of the achieved learning outcomes;
visual presentation of the achieved learning outcomes and personal achievements in the form of
project products, presentations.
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KOI'HUTHUBTBIK )KOHE ITPAI'MATHUKAJIBIK ACIIEKTTEPI CO311H KbI3BMETIHIH
JAUAJIOT'TA BATAJIAY

Anoamna
Makasiaza met TUTIHJET1 AUATOIThIK COMIeyIeri coiiiey opeKeTiH OaraayiblH KOTHUTUBTIK
KOHE TParMaTUKaJbIK acCHeKTuIepi Macenenepi KapacThIpbUIagbl. ABTOpIAp KPUTEPUAIIBI
Oaranay/blH apTHIKUIBUIBIKTAPBIH 3€pTTEill, O1ap MBIHANIAPAbl KAMTUABL: OLTiM Oepy yaepiciHzaeri
OKYIIBLIAPBIH JKEKE KETICTIKTepiH Oakpllay MYMKIHAIr (CTaHIApPTThl aHBIKTAMAJIBIK HOpMaiap
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HETI31H/€ HOTWKEHIH PEeCMH MoMJEMECiHe KaparaHaa); OuriM Oepy HOTIKeNepiH OeipecMu
capanTaManblKk Oaramay MYMKIHIIr, MBbICalbl, >KYMbIC Oepymiiiep, ara-aHaiap, MyFalmiMaep,
COHJIal-aK Toyelci3 »oHe e3apa Oaramay (TeK MyFaliMHIH OarajayblHaH aWlbIPMAIIbUIBIFHI);
OKYIIBIHBIH ETICTIKTEepiHe, OHBIH HEHi OlIeTiHiHe j)KoHEe He icTel anaThIHbIHA Ha3ap ayaapy, SFHH
«1adbIc A PexTiHIHY 00IIyBI («WKEHUITeH dcepre» KapaMa-Kapchl, OKYIIBI KaJlail OLTMEHUTIHIH alTy);
KOJ JKETKI3UITeH OKYy HOTHXKENEpiH CaHIbIK (HOPMATUBTIK) €MeC, camaiblK Oaraiay; KOl
KETKI3IITeH OKY HOTHIKEJIepl MEH JKEKe JKETICTIKTepi »k00a eHiMepi, mpe3eHTauusiap TypiHjie
KOPHEKI TYp/ie KepceTy.
Tyiiin ce3aep: Oargapnama, 6aranay, TUIAIK OaraapiaamMaiap, OKyJbIKTap
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KOTHUTUBHBIN U TIPATMATHYECKHIN ACIIEKThI OIEHUBAHUSI PEUEBOM
JAEATEJIBHOCTHU B IUAJIOT'E

Annomayus

B cratbe paccMaTpuBalOTCs BOMPOCH KOTHUTHUBHOTO U TMParMaTHMYeCKOTO acleKTOB
OIICHWBAHHS PCEUCBON AKTUBHOCTH B WHOSBBIYHOW JHATIOTUYECKOW pedd. ABTOPHI HCCICAYIOT
MIPEUMYIIECTBA KPUTEPUAIBHOTO OILICHUBAHMSI, K KOTOPBIM OTHOCST: BO3MOXXHOCTb OTCIICKUBAHUS
WHIVBUAYAIBHBIX JOCTHKCHHH 00y4aeMbIX B 00pa3oBaTelbHOM Iporecce (B OTIIMYHE OT
(dbopManbHON KOHCTATallUU Pe3yJbTaTa Ha OCHOBE CTAHAAPTHBIX ATATIOHHBIX HOPM); BOZMOKHOCTh
He(OpMaTBLHOTO IKCIIEPTHOTO OIICHUBAHKS 00pa30BaTEIbHBIX PE3YJIbTaTOB, HAIIPUMED, CO CTOPOHBI
paboTtonaTeneid, poauTeneii, MeJaroros, a TakKe CaMOCTOSITENILHOTO U B3aMMHOTO OIICHUBAaHUS (B
OTJINYUE OT OIEHWBAHUS TOJBKO CO CTOPOHBI Ieaarora); OoKyc Ha JTOCTHKEHUSX 00ydaeMoro, Ha
TOM, 4YTO OH 3HAaeT M yMEET, TO €CTh MPUCYTCTBUE «3((deKTa YCHEemHOCTH» (B OTIWYHE OT
«hdexra HEymauyHMKa», KOHCTATUPYIOIIETO TO, YTO CTYJICHT HE YMEET); KadyeCTBEHHOE, a He
KOJIMUYECTBEHHOE (HOPMATHBHOE) OIEHMBAHUE JIOCTUTHYTHIX DPE3YyIbTaTOB OOyUEHUS; HArsAHOE
MPEJICTABJICHUE JOCTUTHYTBIX pPE3yJbTaTOB OOYYEHHS ¥ JIMYHOCTHBIX JIOCTIDKCHHH B BHJIE
MPOEKTHBIX MPOJYKTOB, IPE3CHTALINH.

KiroueBblie c10Ba: 00pa3oBaTeIbHbIC TPOTPAMMBI, OIIEHUBAHUE, SI3BIKOBBIC 00pa30BaTEIbLHBIC
MPOrpaMMBbl, YIeOHUKU

Introduction. Evaluation is rather problematic subject of study for research linguistic due to
two main reasons. Firstly, in linguistics the dominant position is taken by analysis features of
conceptualization of the objective world in the mind as a purely rational human (individual) eludes
influenced by the emotional sphere. In connection with this act of communication (including the
level of spontaneous dialogue speech) we studied primarily rational mechanism of regulation of
interpersonal relations. Secondly, the evaluation is a priori psychological phenomenon, and
characterized by inner world of the individual speaker, which is not always manifested in
appearance, and therefore difficult to study, including because of its unpredictability and
inconsistency of manifestation.




Abaii ambiHdarsl Kas¥I1Y-dviy XABAPILIBICHI, «®Pusoao2usi» cepusicol, Ne3(77), 2021 .

Methods. In linguistics, there are usually separate studies of denotation and connotation acts
of linguistic sign, and the spontaneous dialogical process is seen as a purely informational exchange
made by denotative component of the linguistic sign without due regard to the evaluation
component (N.A Bagdasarova, M.A. Goncharov). Conversation analysis focuses primarily on the
study of "communicative surface” of spontaneous communication, eliminates involvement in the
study of internal psychological processes that underpin inter-connected intentions of interlocutors,
cognitions, actualized in their background knowledge and evaluation implemented at the moment
[1]. As a result, estimation is not always integrated into the system of theoretical formulations.

Spontaneously generated dialogic situation is a priori explicit communicative
medium/indirect expression evaluation content as interlocutors exchanged individually oriented
information reveal our unique daily experience of being in a certain emotional state. Evidence
obtained during exchanging dialogic replicas, in turn, are discussed further with other interlocutors,
who also make appraisal reports, give the results of its least value judgments. In other words, the
dialogue appears effective mechanism of simulation evaluation. The individual realizes appraisal
report, improving its axiological activity in emotional dialogue with stakeholders.

Pragmatic study of axiological component of dialogue interaction involves an analysis of
how the actual linguistic tools that are utilized in the construction of the speaking subject
judgmental and external extralinguistic situation in which appraisal statement is implemented [2].
The last aspect of the analysis is presented as important to dialogical statements that initiate
negative estimate because accounting communicative conditions, role status interlocutors, the
nature of their interpersonal relationships determines the current perception of a replica as an
evaluation or, on the contrary, the impossibility of such an interpretation.

Estimated interpretation of information is realized in the mental act. Evaluation of activity as
a result of thinking structured consciousness, cognitive converted to structures that after contact
moves in long-term memory. As a consequence, the dialogic activity of consciousness speaking
subject begins to operate not only relevant knowledge. As part of the consciousness gradually
formed an integral picture of the world of values, which determines the speaker's verbal behavior of
the subject. This kind of model of the world in the process of dialogic activity with different
interlocutors constantly modified. Recognizing the role of evaluation in processing information and
formation of picture of the world, we attribute it to the subjective categories of human thought and
consciousness [3].

The problem of objective evaluation of the implementation of models of situations and
events and hypothetical situations in unison communication involves an analysis of the
implementation of the model evaluation dissonant in communication, and the identification of the
model implementation in the process of assessing the language game and model generation
metaphorical assessment at the conceptual integration.

In dialogic communication there released three models of expression evaluation event or
situation. By the degree of frequency in the analyzed type of communication it can be summarized
as follows: 1) the retrospective model (43.7% of cases); 2) explicit models (32.3% cases); 3)
predictive models (24.0% cases).

Also we found examples in which the model is to assess the situation (event) includes a
predicate predictable on explication assess the situation (event), and the situation (event) entered
after updating the value of the predicate evaluation. Unlike model with projected estimates, in this
model, a predicate expressing estimation, and assesses the situation perceived as a syncretic
phenomenon modeled by speaking into a single semantic and connotative whole. In this respect to
assess the situation turns out to be dependent on implementing evaluation [4].

In the presented model predicate (X) introduces assessment of predictable, as is the case in
the model with the projected estimate simulated situation (T) is formulated destination so as is the
case in the model explication situation/event. Predicted estimates, speaking, actualized in the final
part of the syntactic construction, both components (A) and (T) at the same time form a single
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syncretic unit. This character of interaction predicates evaluated and assessed the situation is
reflected in the fact that the last component in syntactic plan is dependent on the first component. In
other words, an integrative model of the object evaluation appears amalgam forecast model and
explication assess the situation/event.

At the level of dialogic communication between the choice of (1) a predicate for modeling
appropriate assessment of the situation (event) and (2) explicit formulation to assess the situation
after the predicates evaluation found the opportunity (3) formulating and assess the situation in one
integrative syntactic part.

We should also consider as a dialogic speech, as the construction of a hypothetical situation
which makes communicating comic perlocutionary effect. This creativity as a way of implementing
an objective assessment of the situation is usually improvisational character, is a sphere one or both
of them. Our observations show that the method is implemented on a specific evaluation model,
which has following implementation phase, predefined contextual parameter: 1) initiation of
hypothetical judgments; 2) verbal / non-verbal support (recognition) of the judgment partner
dialogical interaction; 3) the construction of an imaginary (virtual) world of communication [5]; 4)
Completion of speech influence on the world of emotions and companion associated with the
initiation of a hypothetical judgments with comic effect, updated assessment of the objective
situation or indirect way.

Research result. As part of dialogic communication structural and pragmatic design process
hypothetical situations motivated this form of communication, affect the scope of imagination
interlocutors. Exploring this area, D. Tannen delineates the dialogic and monologic actualization
category imaginable. Dialogic means imagined characteristics of the speaker, the level of awareness
they discussed the situation of self-reflection. Actualization refers to an imaginary sphere of
discourse analysis. In connection with this category or imaginary optimizes difficult interaction
between participants of communication, according to the accepted style of interaction.

The process of presentation the event narrative largely cognitive consciousness reacting
interlocutor, his reaction to narrative. As evidence collected by us material actual phase recognition
hypothetical judgment by reacting potential can be realized in two ways:

- Initiation signals approval of hypothetical judgments by non-verbal reaction (smile, laugh);

- Expansion of the content of this judgment by subsequent clarifications by reacting
companion (usually having some character).

The term “signals approval” we borrowed from the work of H. Sachs, analysis of speech
genre joke [6]. In this paper, under the "signals approval™ means a range of discursive nonverbal
means, responsive elected interlocutor in manifestations of his reaction to a joke.

When reacting the source signals we updated by the endorsement at judgment contained in
the originating replica, the initiator of communication, usually extends this situation by new facts in
his dialogical replica. Signals approval, expressed companion, become a stimulus for this
destination willingness to listen to the continuation of a hypothetical situation, the more that
hypothetical in spontaneous communication becomes a humorous character. However, signals
approval may indirectly express evaluation of the simulated target a hypothetical situation.

Signals expressed responsive interlocutor, mark the end of the phase of approval of a
hypothetical judgment. If this proposition receives spontaneous dialogical communication logical
continuation, the ability to exercise one of the following passages of dialogue:

- The author of a hypothetical judgment in a subsequent replica implements another
hypothetical proposition;

- Interlocutor responds after approving reaction logically hypothetical proposition;

- With three companions: listen to the interlocutor logically hypothetical judgments,
presented the initiator of communication, after reacting interviewee expressed approval for this
proposition.
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Responsive to the source after the initiation of a hypothetical judgment may respond with
silence, without expressing thus marks the approval of this judgment. In this case, the
implementation model of a hypothetical judgment the purpose of expressing an objective
assessment of the situation is moving from Phase 1 to Phase 3, i.e. designing a virtual, imaginary
world. The final phase involves the simulation of hypothetical judgments are three ways to
implement: the contemplation of a surreal situation, the sudden cessation of its deployment or
shared laughter [7]. Calling a friend to contemplate hypothetical situation sender at the same time
makes an estimate of the actual situation, relevant to this dialogic communication.

The collected factual material suggests that when in dialogue speech is realized with
affective statement implicitly negative estimated value, this statement is interpreted as disapproval
of the listener object speech. Dissonant nature in this case becomes apparent, despite the fact that
the replica does not express the speaker's negative attitude to the subject of the question. In the
dialogic communication - with the development of dialogical activity speaking - there is increased
expression of disapproval of the object language.

In order to explain the phenomenon to imply the relationship of the speaker to the other
party once again turn to the theory of evaluation of the interlocutor, namely to its aspect, which is
directly related to expressed values the process of dialogic interaction interlocutors not only
relevant information. As a rule, they give affective contours of what is the subject of the
conversation, in varying degrees logical emphasis on the nature of the relationship with the partner
communication, display a sense of intensity, evaluation senses. These features dialogic
communication pronounced in stylistic transformations of language material, including language
game. It is noted that the scope of creative communication activity of the speaker and the listener
fall, in particular, the model of building words, namely the transformation of their speech, in which
there occasionalisms, the value of which can easily deduced from the context of the current
communication [8].

Marked stylistic transformation models suggest a deliberate play on words that attention on
estimated interlocutors sense, since violate common usage model of building and sustainable form
units. When updating the assessment of meaning such models involve usually of secondary
importance producing form, resulting in spontaneous "invent" occasional words, the transformation
of phraseological adhesions (idioms), whose values are in current communication clarifies relevant
evaluative meanings. Stylistic means of language form a potential source for creativity interlocutors
in dialogic communication. It is obvious that this form of art is different manifestations of
spontaneity [9].

At the heart of our research model generation metaphorical evaluation process of conceptual
integration is the following hypothesis: to the metaphor used in the evaluation of spontaneous
dialogical communication in a comic function, it is necessary to note was focused on two (or more)
input spaces. This process, in turn, metaphor provides participants with the opportunity to
emphasize the boundaries of communication between these spaces, to submit additional comments
on their dissimilarity.

Discussion. Model of conceptual integration in the process of generation of comic sense
involves conventional metaphors input space. In the subsequent course of communication result
activated interlocutors in order to enhance the comic. Analysis of dialogic speech made under this
chapter showed that the estimated metaphor becomes a comic effect, generates laughter participants
to communicate when their attention is focused on two concepts involved in modeling metaphors

Speaking subject intentionally or unintentionally - separates the domains that are for this
metaphor, emphasizing the diversity of these domains. Similarly, a voltage between the two
introductory, denoted their boundaries, which in turn leads to the comic. In the dialogic form of
communication is also observed processes metaphor: the sides, appealing in a subsequent course of
the dialogue to one of the input space, "destroy” conceptual integration, during which formed a
metaphor. In other words, in communion reverse process of conceptual integration.

9
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The study showed that from a variety of linguistic means judgmental depends on the state of
the current focus interlocutors focuses on information about the specific objects of the external
world, they are important pragmatic and cognitive characteristics between data objects, which, in
turn, take interactions strong position (i.e., the subject of discussion) [10]. Sense when
implementing the assessment value and meaning appears product of a strong correlation between
linguistic consciousness and behavior of interlocutors. In this regard, manifesting at the level of
implementation of its speech language awareness, interaction partners tend to actualize the meaning
and emotive content that is exclusively for a specific dialogic interaction.

Ongoing evaluation of the dialogue are manifested not only caller's voice, but also their
attitudes and cultural realities, effective for the social community of the true judgments. With this
perspective, the analysis of dialogue is interpreted as such a sphere of in which important creative
interpretation of this interaction process. Incoming destination decodes statement in varying
degrees, tying him with his life and ideological positions, trying to understand the reason speech
influence. However, listening subject determines the fact initiated as saying "fit" in the emotional
background subsequent dialogic interaction. In other words, in the language of the dialogue
manifest such pragmatic as I, my friend, the estimated ratio. In this case, the ratio of the estimated
transform myself and others, rather than manifesting their immanent connection as otherwise
forming a unity which in the current context of communication forms a dialogic space evaluative
sense of being [11].

The main form of pragmatic mutual participation easy communication, presents modeling of
verbal images. The first interviewee describes the way proposed in the verbal shell of his remarks,
the second recreates the source and interpret the image in order to current valuation information,
additions and detail. Pragmatic power of the image in the evaluation of communicating meaning, as
well as the emotions based on its ability to connect to the listener's consciousness in cognitive other
images emerge in reflecting fragments of the objective situation. Game implementation models
estimates evident when initiating judgment, which does not reflect the real interlocutors
experienced and fully relates to the field of the imaginary, virtual, currently easy communication.
Event-filled hypothetical judgments predetermined situational context interaction [12].

Modeling of a hypothetical judgment, which usually has a comic character, is a ritualized
joint interlocutors that performs a variety of functions cultural, and interpersonal character. During
this simulation usually update their historical and cultural knowledge, which are the basis of
assessment of the real situation. As a result, communication becomes unison character.

It is also necessary to consider the problem of how to communicate contribute to interactive
increase/decrease evaluation in the dialogue that reveals the problematic nature of verbal
interaction. Observations suggest that in such communication participants tend to implicitly express
their attitude to the subject of the speech and the person that enhances the emotional intensity of the
interaction. In other words, in the process of solving a problem through spontaneous nonverbal
dialogue estimate, expressed implicit way, depending on the context of communication helps
increase / decrease part of this communication.

According to the observations, with dissonant communication interlocutor responds largely
involves affective statements and opinions than the initiator of the dialogue. The latter, in turn
resorted to the statements containing high - positive or negative - site assessment of speech.

Conclusion. We have investigated the interaction between the estimated and generated by
this metaphor comic effect. It was, in particular, it was found that the phenomenon of duality and
tension between the boundaries of the input spaces are key how the estimated metaphor creates a
humorous effect in the dialogic communication. In the scientific literature, linguistics, it was noted
that in order to have the text read comic acquired, it is necessary that in this text overlap and
simultaneously contrasted two scripts.

In modern linguistics there remain a number of topical issues related to the need to study the
implementation of evaluation models communication in terms of their relation to the various types
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of external to their actualization systems (type of speech and cognitive thinking their professional
activities ethnolinguistic culture, etc.). All this is undeniable and deeper perspective of their
research
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«KA3AK» TA3ETIHJE CO3JEPII KOJJAHYAbIH EPEKIIEJITT (1913-1918)

Axoamna

Makanana op JEKCHKalbIK TONTa Ke3JeCeTiH AyOserTepliH KeOiHiH maiga Ooiybl MeH
KOJIJIaHBICKa eHYiHiH 13aepiHn XX racelp OaceiHaarel «Ka3zak» razeri MOTIHAEpIHEH, COJI TYCTarbl
3USUTBLIAP/IBIH jka30aapbiHaH Ta0yFa 00JIaThIHBI HAKTHI MbIcaliiapMeH KepceTinai. COHbIMEH KaTap
«Kazak» razerinzgeri apa0-mapcel ce3AepiHiH Ka3ipri Kazak TUTIHAET! JEeKCHKAIBIK, (POHETUKAIBIK
nyOneTTepiiH, *KapbICalbl KOJJAaHBICTAPIbIH HET131HAe KaTybl aJIFbIIIAPTTAPBIHBIH Oipl peTiHze
OChI Ta3eTTi TaHyFa MYMKIHZIK Oepemi. An XX racelp OacblHIArbl KipMe ce3IepAiH OachiM
OeJiriHIH JKa3bUTYbl Ka3ipri Kazak TUTIHJEri >ka3bUlyblHaH Oesiek Oonnbl. COHIBIKTAH Ka3yJdarbl
allbIpMallIbUIBIKTap/Ibl aHBIK Oaiikay YIIIH KeNTIPUIreH MbIcajapia COJl Ke3[iH JKa3zy epeKIIeNiri
iIriHapa cakTalIbl, OChUTANINA TUTIIK (DaKTiIEep/i CANBICTBIPYFa MYMKIH/IIK >KacaJIbl.

Tyilin ce3aep: MyONHUITMCTUKAIBIK CTHJIb, OJINOH, emye, Ta3eT TUT, TapuXw Mypa, Kipme
cesJliep, Tesl ce3lep, 9AeOHu Til, 1yOserTep, JEKCHKAIbIK TyOneTTep, (OHETHKAIBIK TyOneTTep,
onebu HOpMa, aTayJbIK TIPKECTEP

1
*Momwinosa b.K.
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CIIEHU®UKA YIIOTPEBJIEHUS CJOB B I'A3BETE «KA3AX» (1913-1918)

Annomayus
B craTthe mokaszaHo, 4TO MCTOKHU OOJILITMHCTBA MyOJIETOB Ka3aXCKOTO S3bIKa MOYKHO HAaWTH B
MIPOM3BEJICHNSAX MHTEIUTMTEHIIMM Hadasia XX Beka, a Takke B TekcTax raserhl «Kazax». Apabo-
MEPCUJICKHUE CIIOBA, MCIONIb30BaHHBIE B razere «Kazaxy», 03HauaroT, YTO OHU SBISIOTCS OJHOU W3
MIPEITOCHIIOK MOSBICHUS JIEKCHYSCKUX, (DOHETHUECKHUX JTyOJIETOB, BAPUATUBHBIX YIIOTPEOICHHUIA B
COBPEMEHHOM Ka3aXCKOM s3bIke. [IMCbMEHHBIE MOJENU B3aWMCTBOBEHHBIX CIIOB Hayala
JBAIIATOTO BEKa OTIWYAINCh OT IMHCBMEHHBIX MOJIEICH COBPEMEHHOI'O Ka3aXCKOTo S3bIKa.
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