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SPEAKING VERBS AND THEIR DIFFERENT STUDY APPROACHES IN
MODERN ENGLISH

In linguistics, the study of speaking verbs, such as verbs of speech, communicative verbs is
researched in different directions, both domestic and foreign scientists set themselves different tasks.
They were studied from the point of view of their lexical and grammatical semantics, from the point of
view of the syntactic properties of these verbs, at the functional level, in the aspect of the relationship
between thinking and speech, the logical and semantic properties of speech verbs.

However, there are still no works in linguistics that consider the functional categorization of
speaking verbs with a mechanism description for varying their categorical status from the standpoint of
functional, semiological and prototypical approaches to the formation of the categorical meaning of
predicative units.

The verbs say, tell, speak and talk carry one integral symptom “speaking”, while the linguistic
units have differential signs in their semantic meaning. In this regard, the verbs say, tell, speak and talk
are attributed to the nuclear zone, and their synonyms are in the peripheral zones.

The concept of “speaking” in modern English can be objectified at the linguistic level in the most
generalized form, stylistically neutralized by the verbs say, tell, speak and talk, which we define as
prototypes of the concept study.
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Speaking verbs have been repeatedly the object of linguistic research, where their
lexical and categorical semantics were studied as well as functioning in various
structures. In linguistic literature, the nomenclature of the semantic structure is
described quite well in considering group of verbs at the systematic and paradigmatic
level, there are also data concerning the features of their functioning in the utterance
sentence. However, there are not many works in linguistics that consider the functional
speaking verbs categories with a description of the mechanism for varying their
categorical status from the functional, semiological and prototypical approaches to the
categorical meaning formation of predicative units. [1; p.96]

Speaking verbs are one of the most objects in linguistic research. Interest to this
group of lexical units is due to both of their semantic structure and the ambiguity in the
issue of identifying synonymous series and thematic groups.

Due to the fact that these cognitive features were identified in accordance to the
semantic components of the synonymous series of the verbs say, tell, speak and talk
separately, the interpretation of these features leads to the construction of a general
model of the linguistic representation of the concept of “speaking”. So, we can
distinguish the main four groups of ways of research verb, namely:

1. “The manner of speaking” Speech is characterized as a sound image endowed
with certain qualities. Physical characteristics include: tonality (high, low), loudness
(loud, quiet), vocal characteristics (sonorous, hoarse, whispering), tempo (fast, slow),
quantity (a lot, little) and articulation (with defects, clearly, illegible).

2. “Presentation form”. It indicates the form of expression of thoughts, for
example: describe — cunammay, onucwieamo, inform — xabapnay, ungpopmuposams,
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manifest — enoey, orcapusinay, obnapodosams, npososerawams, declare — scapusiniay,
obvsaeisms, mention — aman emy, ynomunams. This group can also include linguistic
units that have a negative emotional connotation in their meaning: patter — aneivenecy,
mapamopumo, gabble — moipcoiioamy, mpewame, palaver — maxmay, iocmums.

3. “Attitude”. The speaking process suggests a type of social relationship itself.
This aspect characterizes the speech activity of the speaker as a connection between
people, based on the common interests of the participants in situation: chat —
oHTiMenecy, 6oaimams, CONVEISE — Oailianvicma 001y, NOO0ePIHCUBAMb OMHOUEHUS,
discuss — manxwinay, obocyscoamn, INStruct — uyckay bepy, uncmpykmuposamo, request
— cypay, npocums, QiVe away — awwin aumy, packpvlmuvcs, CONfess — moiwinoay
NPU3HABAMbBCAL.

4. “Target setting”. The communicative purpose of the statement is determined in
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this aspect. Here we can distinguish such signs as “speaking as a hint”, “speaking as a
conviction”, “speaking as advice”, “speaking as an assessment”, “speaking as spending
time” and “speaking as harming”: attest — auizax 6epy, ceudemenvcmsosameo, depose —
cenoipy, yeepsmo, Warrant — eckepmy, npedynpexcoams, insinuate — wmenzey,
Hamexkamo, introduce — manvicmeipy, npedcmasisames, Propose — YculHy, npeoiazams,
dictate — nyckay 6epy, ouxmosamo, imply — menszey, noopasymesams. [2; p.310]

Thus, the concept of “speaking” in modern English can be objectified at the
linguistic level in the most generalized form, stylistically it is neutralized by the verbs
say, tell, speak and talk, which we define as prototypes of the concept under the
research. The given semantic components are included in the core of the nominative
field. Differential components are also highlighted, expressed by their synonyms. These
language units are included in the peripheral zones of the analyzed field. The field
organization of the concept reflects the hierarchy of individual cognitive features. The
division of the concept content into the core and the periphery is carried out according
to the intensity criterion of cognitive features.

The analysis of the dominant verbs of the Kazakh, English and Russian languages
aumy, cetiney - say, speak - cosopums, cxkazams shows that they implement the
substitute function in the same way. The more dominants of the lexical-semantic group
of speech verbs are able to replace verbs, that is higher pragmatic significance.

The object of analysis was the verbs denoting only the process of speech in its
pure form for a long time. On the other hand, verbs that implement some activity in the
act of speech, which were excluded from the range of those considered. This approach
have considered that speech verbs denote an action (in a broad sense) performed by the
vocal apparatus, that is, the pronunciation of articulate sounds (individual words or
phrases) in the process of verbal communication. Two main groups were distinguished
in the thematic group of verbs containing an indication of the speech process for a long
time:

a) verbs, which are denoting the actual process of speech and its main functions
(message, conversation, story): tell, say, speak, talk.

b) verbs, which are denoting any other action that can be implemented in the
process of speech (oral or written): command, order, affirm, repeat.

The study of speaking verbs (speech verbs, communicative verbs) were in
different directions, both national and foreign scientists put different tasks before
themselves in linguistics. This class of verbs were studied from the point of view of
their lexical and grammatical semantics, the syntactic properties of these verbs at the
functional level in the aspect of the relationship between thinking and speech, and also
the logical and semantic properties of speech verbs.
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First of all the verbs denoting the actual process of speech can be divided into two
subgroups:

1. Verbs, which there are a designation of one of the speech process functions in
its pure form, without additional characteristics:

a) verbs, which are the most general designation of the speech process: tell, say,
speak, talk.

b) verbs, which are narrower designation of the speech process: narrate, express,
repeat, declare.

2. Verbs containing an additional characteristic of the speech process are its
duration, beginning, end, sound strength, pronunciation clarity, and so on. As a rule,
verbs with additional adverbial words characterizing the process, which are
distinguished here.

In a typical speech situation, including the speaker, the listener and the speaker’s
utterance are associated with a wide variety of types of acts. When speaking, the
speaker puts the speech apparatus in motion and pronounces sounds. At the same time,
it performs other acts: informs the listeners, or causes them irritation or boredom. It also
carries out acts consisting in the mention of certain person, places. In addition, the
speaker makes a statement or asks a question, gives a command or reports,
congratulates or warns, that is, performs an act from among them, that Austin called
illocutionary.

Examples of English verbs associated with illocutionary acts are: state — 6eximy,
«uznazams, KoHcmamuposamwv», asSert — manimoey, «ymeepacoamv, 3aAi6AMbY,
describe - cunammay «onucwvieamov», Warn - eckepmy, <«npedynpedxcoams», remark
bavikay, «zameyamov», COMMent - mycinikmeme bepy, <kommenmuposams», command -
oyupvik bepy «komandosamv», Order - manceipvic 6epy, «npuxazvieamv», request -
cypay, «npocumw, approve - deximy, «oooopsamo». [2; p.310]

The main speaking verbs include the verbs say, tell, speak, talk. Here are their
semantic characteristics. The semantics of the verbs belonging to the synonymous
groups of the verb say is based on the meaning of information. The total number of
synonyms of the verb say consists of 92 lexical units, which are in four synonymous
series. Each of the constituents included in the synonymous series, and conveys a
separate differential feature and is characterized by an additional semantic coloring.

Thus, the analysis of the semantics of the nominative field core, including the
direct nomination of the research concept, namely the verb say, allowed us to single out
the following semantic components: “to express thoughts verbally; to express an
opinion; give examples; testify, point to something™:

The first time to say you loved me and missed me and were longing to come back
to me and would | wait for you and there wasn't anyone else was there [3; p.46].

Speaking verbs with a simple semantic structure tend to expand their semantics in
syntagmatics by specifying: say, tell, ask, talk, speak, answer. Example: Dora began to
say something to him, but he went off without looking at her.; Yet she had only to speak
a few quiet words, put a finger on his sleeve placatingly.; He went instead to the
Headmaster and told him the whole story.; He hefted the gun in his hand and asked a
question with knitted black eyebrows.

Yu.D. Apresyan uses a detailed and expanded nomenclature of speech acts. His
basic thesis is that the performative formula before performative verb. That is, the
meaning of the performativity of a verb have determined by the performative context,
therefore, the main properties of performative verbs are motivated by the primary
properties of performative statements: impermanence, equivalence to action,
intentionality, uniqueness, etc.
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He also argues that the verb “speak” is not purely performative, and in a sentence
such as “I say that he is mistaken,” it performs an anaphoric function, referring to what
is already said before this act of speech. [4; p. 212]

Semantic verbs say, tell, speak and talk carry one integral feature “speaking”,
while other linguistic units have differential features in their semantic meaning. In this
regard, the verbs say, tell, speak and talk are assigned to the nuclear zone, and their
synonyms are to the peripheral zones.

Due to the fact of these cognitive features were identified in accordance with the
semantic components of the synonymous series of the verbs say, tell, speak and talk
separately, the interpretation of these features leads to the construction of a general
model of the linguistic representation of the “speaking” concept.

Thus, the “speaking” concept in modern English can be objectified at the
linguistic level of the most generalized form, stylistically neutralized by the verbs say,
tell, speak and talk, which we define the concept as prototypes.
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I'JIAI'OJIbI TOBOPEHUSI U PA3JIMYHBIE HOAXObI K UX U3YYEHUIO
B COBPEMEHHOM AHI'VIMUCKOM A3bIKE

B MHrBHCTHKE WCCIENOBAHHE IJIATONIOB TOBOPEHMS (IJIarojoB PEYH, KOMMYHHKATHBHBIX
[JIarojIOB) IUTO [0 PAa3HBIM HAMPABICHHSAM M OTCYCCTBCHHBIC, M 3apPyOCIKHBIC YUCHBIC CTABHIH HEPer
coboii pazubie 3amaun. OHU H3Y9aIUCh C TOUKH 3PEHUSI HX JICKCHIECKOM U TPaMMAaTHIECKON CeMaHTHKH,
C TOYKH 3PCHHsS] CHHTAKCHYECKUX CBOMCTB NAaHHBIX I[JIarojOB, Ha (PYHKLHOHAIHHOM YPOBHE, B acCIEKTE
COOTHOILCHHST MBIIUTCHHS U PEYH, C TOYKU 3PCHHS JIOTHKO-CEMAaHTHIECKUX CBOWCTB IIATOJIO0B PEYH.

OpmHako [0 CHUX MOp B JHHTBUCTHKE HET paboT, paccMaTpHBAOMNX (YHKIMOHATIHHYIO
KaTerOpH3allii0 IJIarojoB TOBOPEHHUS C ONHMCAHMEM MEXaHM3Ma BapbUPOBAHMS HMX KAaTErOPUAIbHOIO
craryca ¢ mNO3UIHMA (DYHKIMOHAIBHO - CEMHOJOTHYECKOrO0 M IPOTOTHIUYECKOrO IMOOXOAOB K
(bOpPMHUPOBAHHIO KATETOPUATHFHOIO 3HAYCHNUSI IIPSANKATHBHBIX CIHHHII.

I'maromer say, tell, speak u talk mecyr B cebGe oqMH MHTErpadbHBIN CHMIITOM «TOBOPEHHE», B TO
BpeMsi KaKk OCTaIbHBIC SI3BIKOBBIC COWHHIGI HMMCIOT B CBOGM CEMAaHTHYCCKOM 3HAYCHHUN
i QepeHnraIbble MpU3Haku. B cBs3u ¢ oM, raronsr say, tell, speak u talk orHecensr x smepHOi
30HE, & X CHHOHUMBI — K IePUPEPUIAHBIM MOSICaM.

KonmenT «roBopeHre» B COBPEMEHHOM aHTIIHHCKOM SI3BIKE MOXKET ObITh OOBEKTHBHPOBAH HA
SI3BIKOBOM YPOBHE B Hanbosee 0000IIEHHOM BHJIE, CTHIMCTHIECKU HEMTpaIn30BaHo raronamu say, tell,
speak u talk, onpenensiemMble HaMu KaK IPOTOTHUITBHI UCCIIEIYEMOrO KOHIICIITA.

KiioueBble cjI0BAa: TIArojbl, KOHIIENT, AacCleKT, JIEKCHYECKHWE CIWHHIBI, JIEKCHYeCKas W
rpaMMaTHYecKasi CEeMaHTUKA
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COMJIEY ETICTIKTEPI ’)KOHE OJIAPJBIH KA3IPTT AFBLIIIBIH
TIVIIHAE OKBITY IbIH 9PTYPJII TOCIJIJIEPI

Tin OinmiMiHme ceiiiey €TICTITiH, COHBIH INIHIE Ceiiey eTIiCTiri, KOMMYHHKATHBTI E€TICTIKTI
3epTTEy Op TYPJi OaFrbITTa XXYPHi, OTAHABIK Ta, MICTSIIK FAIBIMIAP Ja alfapblHa op TYPJi MiHIACTTEp
Koiapl. Omap e3lepiHiH JISKCUKAIBIK JKOHE TI'paMMAaTHUKAJIBIK CEMaHTHUKAchl TYPFBICBIHAH, OCHI
eTICTIKTEp/IiH CHHTAaKCHCTIK KacHeTTepi TYPFBICHIHAH, (YHKIMOHAJIBIK JICHrelze, oilflay MeH ceilley
apacbiHIarel OaiiylaHBIC ACHEKTICIHIE, COMJey eTICTITIHIH JIOTHKAJIBIK JKOHE CEMaHTHKAJBIK KacueTTepi
TYPFBICBIHAH 3€PTTEY/IE.

Amaiina, TUINIK €TICTIKTep/e CcoMiiey eTICTIrHIH (QYHKIMOHAIABI KaTErOpPHSCHIH OJlapiblH
KaTerOpUsUIBIK CTAaTyChIH NPEAWKATHBTI OipJiKTepIiH KaTerOpUsUIBIK MarbIHACHIH KaJIBINTACTHIpYyFa
(YHKIIMOHANIBIK, CEMHUOJIOTHSUIBIK JKOHE NPOTOTHITIK TACUINEP TYPFBICHIHAH ©3TepTy MeXaHM3MiH
CHIMATTal OTBHIPBIN KapacThIpaThIH Oip/e-0ip eHOeK KOK.

Say, tell, speak u talk (aiity, celiney) eTiCTIKTepi «coieyaiH» Oip aKbIpaMac CUMIITOMBIHA HE, al
KaJFaH TUIMIK OIpiiKTepAiH MarblHAIBIK MarblHACBIHIA auddepeHnmanasl Oenritep Oap. OcblFan
OaiiIaHbICTHI say, tell, speak u talk (aWiTy, ceilney) eTIiCTIKTEpI AAPOBIK aiMaKKa *KaTaibl, aj OJIapJIbIH
CHHOHHUMJIEPI CBHIPTKBI aliMaKTapFa yKaTa/bl.

Kasipri arbuUIlIbIH TITHIETT «COWMNEY» TY)KbIPBIMIAMAChIH JIMHIBUCTHKAJBIK JICHI€i/Ie HEFYPJIbIM
JKaJIMbUIaHFaH TYplle 00bEKTUBTEYTre 00JIa Ibl, CTUIIBAIK TYPFBIIAH OelitapanTanran Say, tell, speak u talk
(aiiTy, ceMiiey) eTICTIKTEpl apKbUIbI 3€pTTEN OTBIPFAH TY)KbIPBIMJIAMaHbIH IPOTOTUIITEPI pETiHAEe
aHbBIKTayFa OOJa/IbL.

Heri3ri ce3nmep: ericrikTtep, YFbIM, aCleKT, JIEKCHKAJBIK OipJiKTep, JIEKCUKAIBIK KOHE
rpaMMaTHKaJIbIK CEMaHTHKa
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KOCTUIALIIK )KAFTAWBIHIA KA3AK TIJITH EKTHIII TIJ PETIH/AE
OKBITY IbIH MAPATUTMACKI

Maxkanama MEMIIEKeTTIK Til — Ka3aKk TUNIH OWIMHTBH3M JKarlalbIHAA eKiHIII TiT peTiHze
OKBITYJIBIH MapagurMackl skyienenren. Tin yiipeTyzmeri jkaHa TEXHOIOTHsIAp, 3aMaHyH Oic-ToCUIIepAi
OiiJIam TaysbIll, KOJJAHBICKA €HT131M, HOTIKETe XKEeTy — OYTiHTI Tin YHpeHy MeH Till YHpeTy mporeciHeri
o3ekTi MocenenepmiH Oipi Oombmmr  TaOputazpl. JKBIImaH OKBUTFA  XalBIKAPATBIK-MOJCHHUETAPAIBIK
KOMMYHHUKAIIMSHBIH IeHOepi KeHeHin, KapKbIHIay YCTiHIe OONFaHIbIKTaH, TiT YUPEHY MEH Til yiperyre
JIereH CYPaHBIC apThIl, JMHTBUCTHKA MEH METOAMKAHBIH MHTErPALMACHIHAH jKaHa YeJUICH/DKICP TaJlall
erimyne. by gennemxaep i 0acTbl OaFbITHI — «TUII KaJlail JKeaen YHpeHyre 0omanpi?», «TUiIl YHpeHy
JKeHIT OONMyBl YIIIH, KaHHAll OJiC OHTAMNIBI?» [IereH HEeTi3ri AacleKTUIepAl KaMTHI, Til YHpeTy
METOANKACHIHBIH KOP)KBIHBI JKaHa, 3aMaHayH TEXHOJOTHIap MEH JIiC-TOCUIIEpMEH TOJBIFY YCTiHIE.
Jerenmen, OyiapAblH KOMIIIri Ka3ipri T YHpPEeTy METONMKACBIHIA alTapibIKTal HOTHDKETe >KeTKi3e
anMail oTeIp. ONTKeHi, TUT yHpeTy OapbIChIHAA THIHIAYIIBIHBIH aHa (OipiHII) TiUTIMEH cabICTHIpa-
CaJIFacTbIpa OTBIPBIN YHpETy HeTi3iri NMpUHIUI OOJNBIN, OKBITBUIBIN XAaTKAH TUIMIH ©31He FaHa ToH
epeKIIeNiKTepl eKiHII OpbIHAa Kajbln xkataabl. Com cebenTi e, 3epTTey OapchlHAA Kaszak TUTIH eKiHII
TiJI peTiH/e OKBITYJaFbl MapaanrMa — TUIl YHpeHyaeri TaOuFi MeXaHU3M/IepAl KOJaHa OTBIPHIII, TIJIIiH
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