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This piece of writing discusses the ecocognitive foundations of evaluation

biocognitive, ecolinguistics, concept. It examines the peculiarities of language research approaches as an

concept, cognition.

instrument of harmonious lifestyle of the people as well as an important means
of creation of evaluative worldview. The aim of this paper is to demonstrate the
ecognitive grounds of evaluation category. The paper grounds on theses and
techniques of Evaluation, Cognitive ecocognitive and biocognitive theories.

Ecolinguistics as a scientific field that combines ecology and linguistics studies
the interaction between language, human being as a language personality and his
environment. The anthropocentric and eco-centric lines may be distinguished
as reasonable forms in the development of contemporary humanitarian sciences
for the reason that they establish different interpretations in investigating
development and outcomes of human activity. Axiological aspect of natural
environment preservation has contradicted the anthropocentric outlook, as a
result the principles of ecological ethics are thought to be much more important
for the issue of human survival than anthropocentric ideals of value. Evaluation
is a fundamental constituent of cognition, which is based on a value approach
to the facts of nature and society. So, person’s activity and life as a human being
having different requirements, interests and objectives is impossible without
estimation. The specificity of evaluative categorization and its main difference
from natural categorization is that these two processes are based on different
ways of perceiving the world, natural and evaluative pictures of the world.

Collection of scientific papers “New Philology”. Ne 94 (2024) ISSN 2414-1135



88

The paper looks at the evaluation concept as the formation which consists of
a nucleus, which is the custodian of the collective knowledge of a particular
people, and a periphery that is filled by the subjective representations of the
native speaker of that language. The category of evaluation is an important
component of the conceptual worldview, as far as the notions of positive
and negative, good and evil, beauty and ugliness, intelligence and dullness,
hard work and laziness, moral and immoral are inherent in any culture, any
social system. The evaluation concept is an independent mental formation that
is culturally specified. It is considered to be the part of the conceptual and
language worldview of a certain linguocultural community, and can be defined
as their structural component.
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CraTTioO MPUCBSYEHO PO3MVISAY EKOKOTHITHBHHUX OCHOB KOHLEITY OLIHKH.
VY Hil aHaNI3yIOThCS OCOOIMBOCTI MOBHHUX JIOCHIJIHUIBKUX IMITXOIB SIK
IHCTPYMEHTY T'apMOHIHHOIO crioco0y MKHUTTS JIIOZEH, a TAKOXK K BaXKJIMBOTO
3ac00y CTBOPEHHS OLIIHHOT KAPTHHHU CBITY.

MeToro 11i€1 pOOOTH € EKOKOTHITHBHI IMTiZICTaBU KaTeropii OiHKK. JloCiiKeHHS
0a3yeTbcs Ha 3acajax i MEeTojax Teopii OLIHKK, KOTHITUBHOI, €KOKOTHITHBHOL
Ta 610KOrHITUBHOI TEOpii.

ExoiHrBicTHKA SIK A0 CIT1IHU LKA TaTy3b, 10 IOEAHYE €KOJIOT1I0 TAJIIHI'BICTHKY,
BHBYA€ B3aEMOJIIF0 MOBH, JIFOAUHH SK MOBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI Ta ii OTOYCHHS.
AHTPONOLEHTPUYHI i EeKOLEHTPUUHI aCIIEKTH MOXKYTh OyTH BUOKpPEMIICH] K
pauioHaibHI (HOPMHU PO3BUTKY CydYaCHUX I'yMaHITapHHUX HayK, OCKUIBKHA BOHH
BCTaHOBJIIOIOTH Pi3H1 IHTEpIpeTaLii i Yac BUBYEHHS PO3BUTKY Ta PE3yJbTaTiB
JIIOJICBKOT  JIISIITBHOCTI. AKCIOJIOTIYHUH acleKT 30epeeHHS IMPUPOIHOTO
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JIOBKIJUISL CYNEpEUYHB AHTPONONIEHTPUYHOMY CBITOINISAY, BHACHIZOK HYOTO
INPUHININ EKOJIOTIYHOI eTHKHM BBAXKAIOTHCS HA0Araro BaXKJIMBIIIUMH JUIS
npoOsieMH BYDKMBAHHS JIIOMUHM, aHDK I[IHHICHI aHTPOIOLEHTPHYHI iJealu.
Ominka — ne (yHAaMEHTANbHUM CKJIaJHUK IMi3HAHHS, IO IPYHTYETHCS Ha
I[IHHICHOMY MifX0/i 10 (akTiB mpupoau Ta cycmibeTBa. OTXe, AiSIBHICTD
1 )KUTTS JIIONWHM, SIKa Ma€ Pi3HI MOTpedH, IHTEepecH Ta I, HEMOXKINBI 6e3
ominku. Crenudika OmiHHOI Kareropusailii Ta i OCHOBHA BiJIMIHHICTh Bij
IPUPOHOT KaTeropu3allii mojisrae B TOMY, IO Ii JBa MPOIECH 0a3yIOThCs
Ha Pi3HHUX croco0ax CHPUMHATTA CBITY, IPUPOJHMX Ta OIIHHMUX KapTHHAX
CBiTY. Y poOOTi KOHIENT OIIHKH PO3IISAAETHCS SK (OPMYBAHHS, IO
CKJIAIa€ThCA 13 sizipa, sike € 30epirayeM KOJIEKTUBHUX 3HaHb KOHKPETHOTO
Hapoxy, Ta nepudepii, IO 3aMOBHIOETHCS CyO €KTUBHHMHU YSIBICHHSIMHU
HOciss MOBH. Kareropis OLiHKM € BaKJIMBUM EJIEMEHTOM KOHIETITYalbHOi
KapTHHU CBITY, OCKUIBKH TOHSATTS MO3UTHBHOTO 1 HETaTUBHOTO, 100pa i 3714,
Kpacu 1 HOTBOPHOCTI, pO3yMy 1 AypOCTi, MPAIlbOBUTOCTI 1 JIiHi, MOPAJILHOTO i
aMOPaJbHOTO IPUTAMaHHI Oyab-sIKill KyIbTypi, Oyab-sKiii COIliaIbHINA CHCTEMI.
KoHIenT oIiHKM — 11e caMOCTilfHe MEHTANbHE YTBOPEHHS, 110 BUPI3HIETHCS
KyNbTypHOIO crnenugikoio. BiH BBaxaeTbcsd YaCTHHOIO KOHLENTYaJIbHOI Ta
MOBHO{ KapTHHH CBIiTy MEBHOI JIIHTBOKYJIBTYPHOI CHIJIBHOTU 1 MOXeE OyTH

BU3HAYEHUH fK IX CTPYKTypHUI KOMIIOHEHT.

Problem statement. Languages cannot exist
and survive in a vacuum. They are the consequence
of long accommodation with the people who speak
them and the environments in which they are used.
The ecological approach to language shows that
the thousands of cultures and associated languages
around the world are sustained and protected both by
numerous levels of resourceful and efficient relations
that are obvious among communities of speakers and
the variable value of language itself [Wendel, 2005,
p- 51]. Ecological outlook has in recent years come a
long way from its origins in biology, to become a new
philosophy within many branches. Its development
is holistic, and focuses on dynamic, cooperative
systems and the interrelationships between the object
of study and its context [Van Lier, 2010; Wendel,
2005, p. 51-76]. From an ecological point of view,
language is inseparable from all expressions and terms
of human being’s sociality, such as communication,
culture, and community. Arising from this perspective
are main concepts, such as patterning, predictability,
and creativity, which are suggested as the source of
a very different approach to linguistics. Linguists,
along with everyone interested in the many aspects
and sides of meaningful person’s behavior, will find
the thoughts presented in this paper both motivating
and challenging. Language is the product of long
accommodation with the individuals who speak it
and the situation in which it circulates [Stibbe, 2006,
p. 61-77]. The ecological approach to language
covers the complex net of interactions which can
be observed between reality, language and its users.
The anthropocentric and eco-centric lines may be
distinguished as reasonable and sensible forms in the
development of modern humanitarian sciences for
the reason that they establish different interpretations
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and explanations in examining development
and outcomes of human activity. All ecological
phenomena perceived by an individual have a definite
value in our minds, that is, they can be assessed
[Killingsworth, 2005, p. 359-373]. Estimation is a
fundamental constituent of cognition, which is based
on a value approach to the facts of nature and society.
So, person’s activity and life as a human being having
different requirements, interests and objectives is
impossible without appraisal.

The aim of this paper is to demonstrate the
ecognitive grounds of evaluation category. Achieving
this goal demands the resolution of several tasks:
the examination of the interconnection between
ecolinguistics and evaluation; analysis of the structure
of the evaluative concept.

Methods and techniques are determined by
the purposes, theoretical direction of the proposed
article and are of complex nature. They integrate the
fundamental statements of Evaluation theory and
Cognitive theory. Theses and techniques of ecocognitive
and biocognitive theories are used while studying the
essential characteristics of the evaluative concept.

Discussion. 1. Ecology as a compulsory
constituent of language

Present-day linguistics is characterized by
synchronization of different scientific opinions
considering its main goal — language. In spite of the
various interpretations of natural language principal
directions confirm that it can be understood and
elucidated only as a basic constituent of the cognitive
system. It means that all language structures and
instruments are aimed at ensuring cognitive and
mental individual’s activity.

In cognitive science the category of knowledge
is considered to be the basic one. It contains and
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integrates information about the world and language
system. This attention on linguistic investigation
makes problems of clarifying linguistic semantics
in terms of categorization and conceptualization of
cognitive processes and procedures of outer world
predominantly vital. In spite of the importance of the
notion “Ecology”, its major social role, it is not quite
an object of examination in linguistic papers. This
determines the topicality of this piece of writing.

The foundation of the conceptual content of the
linguistic ecology as a scientific field represent
the important value orientations related to ethical
principles and codes, concepts of morality, spirituality.
The subjects of linguistic ecology are the culture
of thinking and speech behavior, construction of
linguistic taste, defence and perfection of the literary
language, identification of ways and methods of its
enrichment, the clarity of speech habitat [ Shevchenko,
2015, p. 114-13].

Ecolinguistics as a scientific branch that unites
ecology and linguistics explores the contact between
language, human being as a language individuality
and his environment, which is the influence of the
surroundings through the person and society on
language, on the one hand and the impact of language
on the moral and spiritual grade of society, on the other.

Language is viewed as a fundamental constituent
of the chain connection between man, society
and nature. Functioning and development of the
language becomes noticeable as an ecosystem, and
the world — as a linguistic concept In recent years
appeared many studies devoted to the consideration
of cognitive and linguistic elements of phenomena of
surrounding world, the essence of conceptualization
and categorization as basic cognitive processes.

The crucial rules of cognitive field of the first
generation were questioned and dominant principles
of cognitive science of the second generation (as it is
conventionally named by G. Lakoff and M. Johnson)
[Lakoft, 2003] were worked out. Cognition is observed
by scientists as the activities of the individual, carried
out in the course of interaction with the environment
for adaptation to the environment for further survival
and reproduction.

It is very significant to note that this idea and other
postulates originated by G. Lakoff and M. Johnson
were exposed in biocognitive theory developed by
Chilean neurobiologists H. Maturana and F. Varela.
Scholars proposed an interesting idea of living
systems, based on the theory that living systems are
studying systems, and life is a process of cognition.

In other words, an endeavour was made to
discover an explanation for the phenomenon of
knowledge as an effective instrument, which permits
a living organism to continue its existence in certain
environment. Furthermore, scientists highlight that
the centre of any knowledge is onlooker.
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Onlooker is defined as a living system with a
circular organization (for such system U. Maturana
uses the term ‘“autopoetic”’) [Maturana, 1987]. All
parts of the living system are imposed on this basic
circularity and preserved it, ensuring its stability in
successive exchanges in the constantly changing
environment. The living system exists as long as it
preserves the capability to self-reproduction and
adaptation. As a result, reproduction and adaptation
are the vital conditions for a solitary organism’s life
and for the whole species.

Subjects surrounding the personality are an
essential part of his niche, so relations with them serve
his adaptation within niches. These relationships tend
to have the orientation nature. One organism can
modify the behavior of another one, first, when they
are connected with each other in such a way that the
previous behavior of one determines the succeeding
behavior of another, such as courtship or in a battle,
(such behavior is the basis of friendship and hostility).

Secondly, one organism can orient the behavior
of another organism on part of his fieldwork,
which is different from the part that incorporates
this communication. This takes place only if the
interaction spheres of organisms correspond. The
second type of orienting interaction is the initial point
for any language behavior.

The development of anthropocentrism in
linguistics has contributed to the appearance of a
new scientific direction — linguistic axiology, which
studies the set of values of the ethnos and means of its
representation in the language and cultural dimension.
In the process of perception of the surrounding reality,
an individual regulates his approach to the world,
assessing notions, facts, and events.

Considering the above mentioned, we can refer
to the study of the role of evaluative phenomena
human’s life.

2. Appraisal and Values

It is known that the chief essence of the category
of evaluation is enlightened by the theory of value
orientation of person’s activity and perception, and
the range of its characteristics embraces all that
is given by the physical and mental nature of man,
his being and feeling [Ananko, 2017, p. 128-130;
Myroniuk, 2017, p. 103—105]. Estimation is a type
of cognitive activity, as in epistemological terms, any
cognitive act states the attitude of the speaker to the
object described, that is, contains an act of estimation.
The evaluative moment is nothing but a person’s
mental technique held on the subject of utterance
(perception, understanding, synthesis, conclusion,
etc.), which is an assessment in its broadest sense.

All environmental phenomena perceived by a
person have a definite value in our minds, that is,
they can be appraised. Evaluation is an essential
constituent of cognition, which is founded on a value
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approach to the phenomena and objects of nature
and society. So, person’s activity and life as a human
being having varied needs, interests and objectives is
impossible without evaluation.

People assess their history and present times,
appearance, behavior and manners of the individual,
the shape and size of different subjects, things, duration
and regularity of events, the level of complexity of
tasks, etc. Evaluative clarification of circumstances,
issues is one of the most important types of mental-
speech activity in everyday life of a human being.

As a result, the objective reality is observed
by an individual from the angle of its evaluative
character — good and evil, truth and falsehood, justice
and injustice, benefit and harm, beauty and ugliness.

Origin of the concept of “value”, if we resort to
reconstructing it on the ground of the etymology of
the words it is named, fixes in it at least three vital
components: the characterization of the external
properties of objects and things as phenomena of
evaluative attitude to them; psychological qualities of
the individual as a subject of this attitude; relationships
between people, their communication, due to which
values acquire a generalized sense.

Each of the classes of values unites the basic
meaning of assessment its material purpose,
psychological and social significance. By identifying
the common properties of objects and reproducing
their value, a person reveals certain characteristics of
social relations, because the significance of a thing
or phenomenon is determined mainly by the social
attitude towards them.

There exist universal values and individual ones.
Being a determined expression of the experience of
the vital activity of a certain social community values
form a definite structure, which a human being as a
member of this society sticks to in the course of self-
evaluation.

Private values are an individual manifestation of
group or universal and general values. They are rather
special in different people, due to the elucidation of
their content and the transfer of emphasis. The choice,
assumption and adaptation of social values by an
individual are determined by his social identity and the
values of the small contact groups referenced to him.

The subject of evaluation acts in these cases as a
mental or physical receptor, assessing event, situation
and thing in different varieties: ethical appraisal,
emotional, intellectual, utilitarian and psychological.
It highpoints the most important quality of the
semantics of evaluative words, their diffuse meaning,
chiefly due to the ability to denote and signify
assessment in terms of different grounds.

3. Pragmatic and cognitive character of
evaluation

Human being’s activity is a pragmatic notion. It is
appropriate only when it is aimed at those phenomena
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and properties from which it is possible to get
something advantageous, profitable and valuable. The
essence of the evaluation always is in contact with the
nature of a person, because we appraise only what is
needed and necessary to any man [Byessonova, 2012;
Myroniuk, 2017].

Evaluation can be termed as speaker’s objective
or subjective attitude to a definite object, which is
explicitly or implicitly conveyed and expressed by
language means [Prihodko, 2016, p. 17].

Assessment is always cognitive in its nature,
and therefore logical-subject. Evaluative and
epistemological aims of the language are closely
interrelated and interconnected. In addition, at
the same time, they are equal, as in the course of
appraisal, cognition is transformed, and in the course
of cognition, estimation always occurs.

The connection between cognition and evaluation
is very multidimensional. It belongs to the sphere of
cognitive linguistics, the problems of which cover the
quintessence of the procedures that control and form
and structure the speech perception. As a result, the
cognitive approach based on the contact of language
and thinking is the most appropriate for the study of
the category of evaluation, because it considers it in
the context of human cognitive activity.

Assessment is a process that is typical of any
science. This is demonstrated by the fact that value
course in many cases contributed to the progress
of a whole variety of directions not only in the
linguistic domain, but also in computer technology,
genetic engineering, and many other spheres. It
displays constant integration of scientific knowledge
within the cognitive paradigm that was formed as
interdisciplinary (cognitive) science.

The cognitive process of appraisal, counting in
the general program of human activity, is decision-
making-oriented, and is the source of the choice of
practical actions. A person as a subject of linguistic
activity is an individual who perceives and
comprehends the world, and is capable of estimating
speech facts in his day-to-day speech practice. The
aesthetic experience of the personality is mainly
documented in the evaluative definitions of words
[White, 2015].

The communicative goal put forward by the
speaker is to deliver to the listener his point of view,
to convince him of the possibility and legitimacy
of exactly this, and not another idea of the word
in the best possible way [White, 2016, p. 79-82].
The appearance of the word, which is stored in
the linguistic consciousness of the individual, is
uncovered in emotional and aesthetic valuations. This
method is based on relations, triggered by the fact
reflected in the word, or by its sound shape.

Evaluation is anthropocentric by its nature.
While appraising an object or thing, an individual
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should pass its signs through his consciousness. The
substance of the assessment reflects the character of
the person. We always evaluate only those things that
are essential for us. Estimation represents a person as
an objective, showing the progress from the area of
systems to the center of all these systems, to a person,
as a language character.

The close tie between the speaker’s evaluation and
his knowledge of the world is corroborated by the
fact that in the statement an assessment can find its
manifestation in the characterization and description
of certain events, objects, phenomena that have
a positive / negative evaluative significance for a
particular social group or society as a whole.

The linguistic characteristic of the category
of assessment includes the whole set of means
and methods of its expression. They are phonetic,
morphological, syntactic, mental, etc., which reveal
the elements of the evaluative situation.

Functional orientation of estimating utterances
is caused by the fact that the speaker makes use of
language means as a device for his own interference
into a speech act, as an display of his thoughts,
opinions, judgments, his position and his appraisal,
the expression of relations he sets up between himself
and the listener. It is the evaluative-communicative
function of the language, which is opposed to the
conceptual one. The speaker in this way expresses
either the manifestation of the will or conclusion of
the values of the phenomenon.

Functional  principle  permits  considering
estimating utterances in their actions, reproducing
positive or negative values, attributed to the subject
or the object of appraisal. Based on the tasks of
Evaluation theory — the development of the dynamic
aspect of functioning of language units in interaction
with components of different levels of language,
which participate in expressing the meaning of the
utterance, linguists try to consider comprehensively
the semantics of evaluation and means of its
expression in modern linguistic studies.

The explanation and clarification of the evaluation
as a super-category of intellect and language reveals
the problematic and incongruous nature of the
evaluative semantics, which consists in generalizing
reference of the assessing task, secondariness of its
nomination, the choice of the communicative aim,
which reflects the objective properties of information
instantaneously.

We can understand the estimation as an expression
of the evaluative attitude 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 and logical reasoning.

The notion of ”valuation” has become an
obligatory part of the conceptual system of present-
day linguistics, which evidently displays the fact that
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it is impossible to study a language without resorting
to its most significant purpose, its creator, exporter,
user, specific linguistic personality, an individual.

The evaluation, for that reason, should be studied
comprehensively and deeply 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 and things of the surrounding reality.

Results.The states and conditions of activity of
the nervous system, resulting from the interaction
with an object is qualified as basic representations.
Demonstrations of all potential connections with a
particular object or with similar objects as well as
interactions with different objects (but at the same
time and in similar situations) are united into complex
representations.

This many-sided depiction is regarded as a
structural unit of the experience, or concept. In other
words, ecological concept is a set of illustrations of
connections with the object or objects (non-linguistic
and linguistic), characterized by the causative
dependence and supports effective adaptation of the
organism to its environment.

Based on the abovementioned, the evaluation
concept is a multifaceted cognitive -category.
In its structure the following elements can be
distinguished: a graded axiological scale of values,
which correlates with events and facts of reality
that are conceptualized, the linguistic means of
expressing the consequences of this relation, two
poles of assessment — positive and negative and
the so-called equator of neutrality. The evaluation
concept acts as a filter of fixation of reality, that is,
as a tool of connection of facts and events of real
world with the arranged axiological scale of the
individual, resulting in evaluative decision.

The configuration of the evaluation concept of a
language can be represented as a core, which is the
keeper of the collective knowledge of a particular
people, and a periphery that is filled by the subjective
illustrations of the native speaker of that language.
The substance of the evaluative content is determined
by the implementation of the central or peripheral
characteristics. In the first case, collective knowledge
is at the core of a definite evaluative nomination. The
correlation of the object with the periphery is based
on subjective, specific knowledge.

The semantic field of the evaluation concept
can comprise many components. The comparative
analysis of verbalization of evaluation concepts by
means of different languages can solve the following
very important task: to identify which constituents
belong to the core of the concept, therefore, they
are central and contain collective representations of
speakers of the same language, and which are located
on the periphery and are subjective ones.
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Features belonging to the core do not need
explication and are understood by each native
representative of specific linguoculture. Peripheral
characteristics are often conditioned by personal
experience, individual perceptions of the speaker,
and the pragmatic side of realizing the values, leading
to the need for their explication through linguistic
means.

During all his life an individual cognizes
surrounding reality, gains and increases new
knowledge about the world, organizes and categorizes
this information in a certain way and correlates it
with the already known facts. So, the processes of
conceptualization and categorization are of particular
importance for systematization and updating the
obtained knowledge, for its effective presentation and
use in different situations.

Specific nature of conceptualization is to
comprehend and realize the information received for
the construction of mental objects and phenomena
leading to the creation of definite beliefs about the
world, while the categorization is a psychical act,
that organizes, systematizes, arranges and sorts
illustrations of interactions in the person’s mind,
which lessens the infinite diversity of the person to
evident number of units. Together they denote and
symbolize a complex mental process, aiming at the
successful and effective integration of a human being
into the surrounding environment.

Conceptualization from the assessing point of
view is the appraisal of understanding of objects of
the world around us and the creation as a result of
these evaluation concepts in our mind. Evaluative
categorization is a combination of objects and
phenomena by the character of their assessment
according to the evaluative classes and categories, as
well as the mental correspondence of an object with a
certain evaluative category.

The objective of the evaluative concepts is to
provide a vision for the categories and to serve
as a cognitive basis for their creation, which is
largely determined by the system of quantitative
and individual values of a person. The specificity of
evaluative categorization and its main difference from
natural categorization is that these two processes are
based on different ways of perceiving the world,
natural and evaluative worldveiw.

Each person has a unique and exclusive experience
of adaptation to the environment; as a result, the set of
illustrations and concepts of causal relations is also to
some extent unique. In this connection, it is possible
to speak about the specific level in the structure of
the concept. In addition, a person lives in a certain
society, which is a part of his niche.

The existence of an individual directly depends on
the connections with other individuals, as they orient
him on his effective and active behavior in a certain
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situation. In this regard, it is possible to speak about
social and national levels of concept. Regardless
of the great diversity of niches, some objects are
common to all, such as macro-niches ‘Earth’, ‘Space’.
Concepts-universals are the product of contacts with
such objects.

Cognitive prototypes that exist in the person’s
mind, are different according the channels of
incoming information, or, in terms of the biological
approach, they are formed because of diverse types
of interactions with elements of the niche. So, we can
discriminate the concepts of sensory perception of the
world and concepts of intervene knowledge.

The chief characteristic of the human’s mind is
a capability to react not only to direct motivation,
but also to the sound stimulus — a word. Due to the
language, a person identifies and feels the outer reality
in a different way than an animal — he studies it in
the course of communication [Prihodko, 2020, p. 16].
From the point of view of the biological conception
of language, its principal function is to increase the
cognitive field or the area of individual’s connections.

From the position of ecocognitive approach,
conceptual worldview can be defined as the complex
of concepts or manifold representations present
in the mind of the individual reflecting collective
experience of the direct and indirect relations with
the environment. This conceptual system itself is the
object of interaction.

Linguistic ecology dynamically discloses natural
changes of linguistic conceptualization of the world,
the interactions between social, cultural and linguistic
processes. In this regard, it should be noted that this
field has brightly marked interdisciplinary character,
incorporating varied knowledge of humanitarian
nature [Wijayanto, 2005, p. 82-92].

In linguistic ecology functions a great amount
of interdisciplinary phenomena and their respective
terms, which are in a state of continuous connection
and intersect with different linguistic areas of terms.
Henceforth, linguistic ecology relates to the field of
complex and multifaceted ideas of culturological and
humanitarian character.

Conclusions. The category of evaluation is an
significant constituent of the conceptual worldview,
as far as the notions of positive and negative, good
and evil, beauty and ugliness, intelligence and
dullness, hard work and laziness, moral and immoral
are inherent in any culture, any social system. At the
same time, in the mind of the native speaker of each
language, the image of the world is created by a set
of linguistic universals and special functioning of
linguistic signs that reveal the national outlook.

Language worldview is a symbolic technique of
understanding objects of reality in which the essential
fragments of the world are fixed. In this case, the
objective world itself, and conclusions about it, its
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evaluative characteristics and special attitude to it
by members of this society are exemplified in the
interaction of the means of language expression.

So, we consider the evaluation concept as a
sovereign mental creation that is culturally specified.
Being verbalized, this concept is regarded to be the
fragment of the conceptual and language worldview
of a certain linguocultural community, and can be
defined as their structural constituent. The reason for
this is that the evaluation, being a factor essential in
any culture, takes part in shaping the value worldview.

This publication is created within the Erasmus +
Jean Monnet Module Project EUROPEACE (“Peace
and Solution Journalism for European Integration of
Ukraine during War and Post-war Times ") funded by
the European Union. Views and opinions expressed
are however those of the author(s) only and do not
necessarily reflect those of the European Union
or the European Education and Culture Executive
Agency. Neither the European Union nor the granting
authority can be held responsible for them.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Ananko T. The Category of Evaluation in
Political Discourse. Advanced Education. 2017.
8, p. 128-137.

2. Byessonova O. Reconstruction of Value
Concepts in the Language Model of the
World. Ferencik, M. & Bednarova-Gibova,
K. (Eds.). Language, Literature and Culture
in a Changing Transatlantic World 1l. Part I:
Lingustics, Translation and Cultural Studies.
2012. P. 7-14.

3. Killingsworth J. From environmental rhetoric
to ecocomposition and ecopoetics: finding a

place for professional communication. 7echnical
Communication Quarterly. 2005. 14 (4),
p. 359-373.

4. Lakoff G. Metaphors we live by. London:
University of Chicago Press, 2003. 242 p.

5. Maturana H. The Tree of Human Understanding.
Boston: Shambhala Publications, 1987. 269 p.

6. Myroniuk T. Evaluative Responses in Modern
English Fiction. Advanced Education. 2017. 8,
p- 103-108.

7. Ilpuxompko I. I. Kareropist omiHKu B KOHTEKCTI
3MIiHH JIHTBICTHYHHUX TapajurM. 3amopixoKs :
Kpyrosip, 2016. 200 c.

8. Prihodko Ganna. Eco-cognitive approach to
the study of evaluation concept. Herald of
Kyiv National Linguistic University. Series in
Philology. 2020. 23 (1), 31-40.

9. Shevchenko LS. The correlation of the
informational and phatic functions a problem
of ecolinguistics. Cognition, Communication,
Discourse. 2015. 10, p. 114-132.

36ipHuK HaykoBHX npans «Hosa dizomoris» Ne 94 (2024)

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Stibbe A. Deep Ecology and Language: The
curtailed journey of the Atlantic salmon. Society
and Animals. 2006. 14 (1), p. 61-77.

Van Lier L. The Ecology of Language Learning:
Practice to Theory, Theory to Practice.
Amsterdam: Elsevier Ltd. 2010. 239 p.

Wendel J.N. Notes on the ecology of language.
Bunkyo Gakuin University Academic Journal.
2005. 5, p. 51-76.

Wijayanto A. An Ecolinguistic Perspective on the
Languages Used by a Javanese in Banjarmasin-
South Kalimantan (a case study). Kajian
Linguistik dan Sastra. 2005. 15/29, p. 80-92.
White P.R.R. Appraisal Theory. Tracy, K. (Ed.). The
International Encyclopedia of Language and Social
Interaction.John Wiley & Sons, 2015. p. 1-8.
White P. (2016). Evaluative contents in verbal
communication. In 4. Rocci & L. Saussure (Eds.),
Verbal communication. Berlin: De Gruyter Mou-
ton, 2016. p. 77-96.

REFERENCES
Ananko, T. (2017). The Category of Evaluation
in Political Discourse. In Advanced Education, 8,
p. 128-137.
Byessonova, O. (2012). Reconstruction of Value
Concepts in the Language Model of the World.
In Ferencik, M. & Bednarova-Gibova, K. (Eds.),
Language, Literature and Culture in a Changing
Transatlantic World II. Part I: Lingustics,
Translation and Cultural Studies, p. 7-14.
Killingsworth, J. (2005). From environmental
rhetoric to ecocomposition and ecopoetics:
finding a place for professional communication.
In Technical Communication Quarterly, 14 (4),
p. 359-373.
Lakoff, G. (2003). Metaphors we live by. London:
University of Chicago Press, 242 p.
Maturana, H. (1987). The Tree of Human
Understanding. Boston: Shambhala Publications,
269 p.
Myroniuk, T. (2017). Evaluative Responses in
Modern English Fiction. In Advanced Education,
8, p. 103—108.
Prihodko, G.I. (2016). Katehoriia otsinky v
konteksti zminy linhvistychnykh paradyhm
[Evaluation category in the context of the change
of linguistic paradigms]. Zaporizhzhia: Kruhozir,
200 p.
Prihodko, Ganna. (2020). Eco-cognitive approach
to the study of evaluation concept. Herald of
Kyiv National Linguistic University. Series in
Philology, 23 (1), 31-40.
Shevchenko, 1.S. (2015). The correlation of the
informational and phatic functions a problem of
ecolinguistics. In Cognition, Communication,
Discourse, 10, p. 114-132.

ISSN 2414-1135



10.

11.

12.

13.

Stibbe, A. (2006). Deep Ecology and Language:
In The curtailed journey of the Atlantic salmon.
Society and Animals, 14 (1), p. 61-77.

Van Lier, L. (2010). The Ecology of Language
Learning: Practice to Theory, Theory to Practice.
Amsterdam: Elsevier Ltd., 239 p.

Wendel, J.N. (2005). Notes on the ecology of
language. In Bunkyo Gakuin University Academic
Journal, 5, p. 51-76.

Wijayanto, A. (2005). An Ecolinguistic
Perspective on the Languages Used by a Javanese

Collection of scientific papers “New Philology”. Ne 94 (2024)

14.

15.

95

in Banjarmasin-South Kalimantan (a case
study) in Kajian Linguistik dan Sastra, 15/29,
p. 80-92.

White, P.R.R. (2015). Appraisal Theory. In:
Tracy, K. (Ed.). The International Encyclopedia
of Language and Social Interaction.John Wiley
& Sons, p. 1-8.

White, P. (2016). Evaluative contents in verbal
communication. A. Rocci & L. Saussure (Eds.),
Verbal communication. Berlin: De Gruyter Mou-
ton, p. 77-96.

ISSN 2414-1135



