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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT
Received: 28th May 2024 Performative verbs have unique characteristics that
Accepted: 04 June 2024 distinguish them from other types of verbs. They are powerful
Online: gg; J“;SEDZSOM tools for expressing intentions, attitudes, and beliefs, creating
- social realities, shaping relationships, and asserting authority
Illlocutionary verb, ; . , . .
) in communication. By understanding and using performative
narrative sentence, , . o
, verbs effectively, speakers can enhance their communication
performative verbs, ) ) . .
, skills and achieve their communicative goals more
connotations and
. successfully.
associations.

INTRODUCTION. In generative grammar, any utterance containing an illocutionary verb
is considered performative. According to the so-called performative hypothesis put forward
by J. Ross, the deep structure of any narrative sentence contains the performative formula "I
tell you that ...". "All declarative sentences occurring in contexts where first person pronouns
can appear derive from deep structures containing one and only one superordinate
performative clause whose main verb is a verb of saying". In this regard, the verb "speak"” is
given the status of performative.

In the 70s, when the theory of performance was of interest to linguists and its active
development began, a debate arose about the status of the verb "speak”.

Yu.D. Apresyan uses a detailed and expanded nomenclature of speech acts. Its basic
thesis is the thesis of the priority of the performative formula over the performative verb.
That is, the meaning of the verb's performativity is determined by its use, performative
context, therefore, the main properties of performative verbs are motivated by the primary
properties of performative statements: shortness, equivalence to action, intentionality,
uniqueness, etc.

He also claims that the verb “speak” is not purely performative, and in a sentence such
as “I say that he is mistaken”, he performs an anaphoric function, refers to what has been said
before this act of speech. "Typically, a verb is considered performative if it is possible for it to
use the singular form 1 person of the present tense of the active voice of an indicator, which is
equivalent to a single execution of the action indicated by this verb."

VV Bogdanov believes that the performative verb “speak” can be conditioned by a
number of its pragmatic, semantic and syntactic features, namely: a) performative must
satisfy the condition of sincerity of the speaker.
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This means that the speaker should not pretend or act out the listener; b) performative
cannot be true or false, it can only be successful or unsuccessful; c) as a performative verb of
speech activity is usually used with the meaning of the question, affirmation, motivation,
promise, guarantee, apology, etc .; d) performative cannot contain negative or modal words;
e) performative is usually expressed in the present tense, 1 person, singular, indicative.

However, as noted by Z. Wendler, the verb “speak” also has a “weaker” meaning: you can
“speak” individual words, sentences, nonsense, tongue twister, meaningless syllables, and so
on, without performing any illocutionary acts. But in this case, the answer to the question
What did he say? there will be a repetition of the spoken text - word by word or, possibly,
phonemic. Meanwhile, if in the question, what did he say? the verb “say” is understood in a
general perfor- mative sense, the answer will usually be an indirect transmission of direct
speech, in which it is always possible, and often even required, to change the vocabulary and
syntax of the reproduced statement. So it turns out that the “speaking” of something in the
strong sense of the word implies the possibility of indirect reproduction of what has been
said.

It is significant that the class of performativities should not be mixed with the class of
perlocutionary verbs. For example, compare the distinction between the illocutionary verbs
argue “defend the point of view” and warn “warn” and the perlocutionary verb “persuade”
and deter “hold”.

The first two are pure verbs of speaking, that is, they serve to describe what the speaker
is doing, and the use of the second two verbs implies a situation in which the listener takes
part. You can defend a point of view, but not convince the audience; you can warn a person
not to do something, and not to keep him from acting. Based on the foregoing, Z. Wendler
argues that the perlocutionary aspect is not included in the circle of performative verbs at all.

MATERIALS AND METHODS (MODEL). In our research, we will concentrate solely on
linguistic units that carry distinct meanings determined by the cultural code to which they
pertain. The primary materials used in studying performative verbs include linguistic corpora,
discourse analysis tools, and experimental methodologies. Linguistic corpora provide a rich
source of natural language data for identifying performative verbs and analyzing their usage
patterns. Discourse analysis tools, such as software programs for text analysis and annotation,
help researchers uncover the performative functions of speech verbs in different contexts.
Experimental methodologies, such as controlled experiments and surveys, allow researchers
to investigate the effects of performative verbs on communication outcomes.

Researchers studying performative verbs typically employ a combination of qualitative
and quantitative methods to analyze their characteristics. Qualitative methods involve
detailed examination of linguistic data to identify performative verbs, categorize their
functions, and explore their pragmatic implications. Quantitative methods, such as statistical
analysis and computational modeling, help researchers quantify the frequency and
distribution of performative verbs in different linguistic contexts. One common method used
in studying performative verbs is discourse analysis, which involves examining the use of
speech verbs in natural language interactions to uncover their performative functions.
Researchers analyze the context, speaker intentions, and listener responses to understand
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how performative verbs shape social realities and relationships. Experimental methods, such
as role-playing scenarios and survey studies, allow researchers to manipulate variables
related to performative verbs and observe their effects on communication outcomes.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

Our analysis of linguistic corpora revealed a diverse range of performative verbs used in
" "apologize," "declare,"
and "warn." These verbs not only describe actions but also have the power to enact those
actions in the speech act itself. Quantitative analysis of performative verbs showed that they
play a significant role in shaping social realities and relationships. We found that performative
verbs are used more frequently in contexts where speaker intentions and listener responses

natural language interactions. Common examples include "promise,

are crucial for successful communication outcomes. This suggests that performative verbs are
strategic tools for conveying intentions, emotions, and social roles in discourse. The results of
our study highlight the performative nature of speech verbs and their impact on
communication dynamics. Performative verbs not only convey information but also perform
social actions, such as making requests, expressing emotions, and establishing relationships.
Understanding the performative characteristics of speech verbs is essential for effective
communication and social interaction.

One key implication of our findings is the importance of context in interpreting
performative verbs. The same verb, such as "promise,” can have different pragmatic functions
depending on the situational context and speaker intentions. For example, a promise made in
a formal setting may carry more weight than a promise made casually among friends. Future
research could explore the role of performative verbs in cross-cultural communication and
how different linguistic communities use performative verbs to achieve communicative goals.
By further investigating the materials and methods used in studying performative verbs,
researchers can continue to deepen our understanding of these unique linguistic phenomena
and their implications for social interaction. The study of performative verbs requires a
multidisciplinary approach that combines linguistic analysis, discourse studies, and
experimental methodologies. By examining the materials and methods used in studying
performative verbs, researchers can gain insights into their unique characteristics, pragmatic
functions, and social implications. Understanding the performative nature of speech verbs is
essential for enhancing communication skills, building rapport, and navigating social
interactions effectively. In generative grammar, any utterance containing an illocutionary
verb is considered performative. According to the so-called performative hypothesis put
forward by J. Ross, the deep structure of any narrative sentence contains the performative
formula "I tell you that ...". "All declarative sentences occurring in contexts where first person
pronouns can appear derive from deep structures containing one and only one superordinate
performative clause whose main verb is a verb of saying". In this regard, the verb "speak"” is
given the status of performative.

In the 70s, when the theory of performance was of interest to linguists and its active
development began, a debate arose about the status of the verb "speak”.

Yu.D. Apresyan uses a detailed and expanded nomenclature of speech acts. Its basic
thesis is the thesis of the priority of the performative formula over the performative verb.
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That is, the meaning of the verb's performativity is determined by its use, performative
context, therefore, the main properties of performative verbs are motivated by the primary
properties of performative statements: shortness, equivalence to action, intentionality,
uniqueness, etc.

He also claims that the verb “speak” is not purely performative, and in a sentence such
as “I say that he is mistaken”, he performs an anaphoric function, refers to what has been said
before this act of speech. "Typically, a verb is considered performative if it is possible for it to
use the singular form 1 person of the present tense of the active voice of an indicator, which is
equivalent to a single execution of the action indicated by this verb."

VV Bogdanov believes that the performative verb “speak” can be conditioned by a
number of its pragmatic, semantic and syntactic features, namely: a) performative must
satisfy the condition of sincerity of the speaker.

This means that the speaker should not pretend or act out the listener; b) performative
cannot be true or false, it can only be successful or unsuccessful; c) as a performative verb of
speech activity is usually used with the meaning of the question, affirmation, motivation,
promise, guarantee, apology, etc .; d) performative cannot contain negative or modal words;
e) performative is usually expressed in the present tense, 1 person, singular, indicative.

However, as noted by Z. Wendler, the verb “speak” also has a “weaker” meaning: you can
“speak” individual words, sentences, nonsense, tongue twister, meaningless syllables, and so
on, without performing any illocutionary acts. But in this case, the answer to the question
What did he say? there will be a repetition of the spoken text - word by word or, possibly,
phonemic. Meanwhile, if in the question, what did he say? the verb “say” is understood in a
general perfor- mative sense, the answer will usually be an indirect transmission of direct
speech, in which it is always possible, and often even required, to change the vocabulary and
syntax of the reproduced statement. So it turns out that the “speaking” of something in the
strong sense of the word implies the possibility of indirect reproduction of what has been
said.

It is significant that the class of performativities should not be mixed with the class of
perlocutionary verbs. For example, compare the distinction between the illocutionary verbs
argue “defend the point of view” and warn “warn” and the perlocutionary verb “persuade”
and deter “hold”.

The first two are pure verbs of speaking, that is, they serve to describe what the speaker
is doing, and the use of the second two verbs implies a situation in which the listener takes
part. You can defend a point of view, but not convince the audience; you can warn a person
not to do something, and not to keep him from acting. Based on the foregoing, Z. Wendler
argues that the perlocutionary aspect is not included in the circle of performative verbs at all.

Nevertheless, the verb "speak”, focusing on the need to find a modus, does not strictly
determine the accuracy, rigor and other characteristics that carry various actions. It is
interesting to note that such relatively stylistically neutral verbs, such as to affirm, predict,
warn, are uncharacteristic for colloquial speech, although the meaning conveyed by them is
also necessary for expression in colloquial speech. In this case, the verb “speak” is also used in
colloquial speech with circumstances such as accurate, clear and direct.
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The construction I definitely say in the position of the modus does not mean the
accuracy of the linguistic design of thought, but has a modal meaning, which can be roughly
formulated as follows: I guarantee that the subsequent proposition is true, and therefore
modal constructions with the mentioned circumstantial words are as close as possible to
constructions with performative verbs.

The performative verb to speak (say) is considered to be a universal verb of speech,
neutral with respect to the content of speech acts.

As noted N.D. Arutyunova, she really can precede direct speech regardless of its meaning
and purpose and has few restrictions on the introduction of indirect speech. However, it
becomes sensitive to the content of the statement when it is replaced by a classifier. The verb
speak is combined with the words of a general truthful assessment (tell the truth, untruth,
lie), but it does not connect with such obvious classifiers of truth and falsehood as fact, error,
error. The author focuses on the fact that the verb speak is primarily addressed to the word
and words.

In speaking, a person pronounces words collected in phrases. “Wherever an object can
be translated into the language of words, the verb is used to say: speak pleasant words
(compliments), speak unpleasant words (filth, rudeness, etc.), speak meaningless words
(nonsense, rubbish, nonsense, nonsense, absurdity ), speak silly words (nonsense), speak
witty words (pungent, joking).” Thus, the performative forms a statement whose utterance is
equivalent to the completion of an action to which this statement refers. Performative enters
the context of life events, creating a social, communicative or interpersonal situation that
entails certain consequences.

CONCLUSION.

Speech verbs play a crucial role in language use by allowing speakers to convey
intentions, emotions, and social actions through linguistic expressions. Among speech verbs,
performative verbs stand out for their ability to not only describe actions but also enact those
actions in the speech act itself. This unique characteristic of performative verbs has garnered
interest from linguists, psychologists, and communication scholars seeking to understand the
complexities of human interaction. To investigate the performative characteristics of speech
verbs, we conducted a comprehensive analysis of linguistic corpora to identify and categorize
performative verbs. We employed both qualitative methods, such as discourse analysis, and
quantitative methods, such as frequency counts and distributional analyses, to explore the
functions and pragmatic implications of performative verbs in natural language interactions.

Our analysis revealed a diverse range of performative verbs used in everyday
communication, including "promise,” '
found to play a significant role in shaping social realities and relationships by conveying
speaker intentions and eliciting listener responses. The context in which performative verbs
are used was identified as a crucial factor in interpreting their pragmatic functions and social

‘apologize,” "declare," and "warn." These verbs were

implications. The findings of our study underscore the performative nature of speech verbs
and their impact on communication dynamics. Performative verbs serve as strategic tools for
conveying intentions, emotions, and social roles in discourse, highlighting the intricate
relationship between language use and social interaction. Understanding the performative
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characteristics of speech verbs is essential for effective communication and navigating
complex social situations. Our scientific exploration of speech verbs and their performative
characteristics sheds light on the intricate ways in which language shapes social realities and
relationships. By recognizing the power of performative verbs in communication, individuals
can enhance their communicative skills and foster more meaningful interactions. Future
research should continue to investigate the role of performative verbs in cross-cultural
communication and explore how different linguistic communities utilize performative verbs
to achieve communicative goals. Ultimately, a deeper understanding of performative verbs
can enrich our knowledge of human communication and contribute to more effective
interpersonal interactions. In the course of the work done, it was established that the
semantically verbs SAY, TELL, SPEAK and TALK carry within themselves one integral
attribute “speaking”, while the remaining linguistic units have differential attributes in their
semantic meaning. In this regard, the verbs SAY, TELL, SPEAK and TALK are assigned to the
nuclear zone, and their synonyms are assigned to the peripheral zones.

Due to the fact that these cognitive characteristics 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 characteristics leads to the construction of a general
model of the language representation of the SPEAKING concept. So, we can distinguish the
main four groups of methods of objectification of the investigated verb, namely:

1.  "The manner of speaking." Speech is characterized as a sound image endowed with
certain qualities. We can include physical characteristics: tonality (high, low), volume (loud,
quiet), vocal characteristics (loudness, hoarseness, whispering), tempo (fast, slow), quantity
(alot, a little), and articulation (with defects, distinctly, inaudible).

2. "Form of presentation." It indicates the form of expression of thoughts, for example:
describe - describe, inform - inform, manifest - publish, proclaim, declare - declare, mention -
mention. This group can also include linguistic units that have a negative emotional
connotation in their meaning: patter - chatter, gabble - crack, palaver - flatter.

3.  “Attitude”. The process of speaking in itself involves a type of social relationship. This
aspect characterizes the speaker’s speech activity as a relationship between people, based on
the common interests of the participants in the situation: chat - chatting, converse -
maintaining relationships, discuss - discussing, instruct - instructing, request - asking, give
away - revealing, confess - recognizing.

4.  "Target installation." In this aspect, the communicative purpose of the utterance is
defined. Here we can distinguish such signs as “speaking as a hint”, “speaking as a conviction”,
“speaking as an advice”, “speaking as an assessment”, “speaking as spending time” and
“speaking as doing harm”:

attest - to testify, depose - to assure, warrant - to warn, insinuate - to hint, introduce - to
represent, propose - to offer, dictate - to dictate, imply - to imply.

Thus, the SPEAKING CONCEPT in modern English can be objectified at the language level
in the most generalized form, stylistically neutralized by the verbs SAY, TELL, SPEAK and
TALK, which we define as prototypes of the concept under study. Their semantic components
enter the core of the nominative field. Private, differential components expressed by their
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synonyms are also distinguished. 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 attributes. The division of the concept content into the core and periphery is carried
out according to the criterion of the intensity of cognitive attributes.

As a result of the research of the concept “SPEAKING”, it was found that this concept
conveys the following features: “manner of speaking”, “form of presentation”, “attitude”,
“target setting”.
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