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G. G. Moreva
ON THE ISSUE OF ESSENSE OF APPROXIMATE ASSESSMENT IN A LANGUAGE

There is surge of interest to cognitive processes which are lying inherently in a language and speech in linguistic science of the last decades. The logic category of approximateness and its representation in natural language is in particular interest. 
The problem of approximate nomination isn’t new. It appeared before philosophers and logic scientists as far back as in V century A. D., shortly it was pushed to the sidelines and remained out of scientists’ and linguists’ field of vision. It was taken into consideration only in the end of XIX – beginning XX cent. in connection with logic of mathematic’s foundations and finding of set theory paradoxes [1]. 
Scientists of approximateness problem often quote a pioneer of its studying: «... about approximate nomination we may think only if during nomination of a separate element of nonlinguistic situation observed certain valuation of nomination from the speaker’s side, as an example, the speaker is doubted in reliability of nomination or he unlike it, or the speaker doesn’t want be responsible for nomination» [2, p. 72].
At the same time, the evaluative aspect of approximateness as before stay half-cocked in any language. The point I want to make is mainly about separate remarks and observations, connecting with approximate assessment in a language. Thus, such combinations as «almost blue» qualify, for example, as appraisal of the goal [3, p. 51]. E. M. Volf considers that words of approximateness are used for reducing of estimate categoricalness and mean «first of all not only quantity of indication, but truth of utterance [4, p. 113]. G. V. Petrova has the same opinion and considers that APs set up «effect of evasive words», make the utterance unfalsified: «He almost asleep» [5, p. 15]. 
There by, the topicality and scientific novelty of the research are indubitable, so far as connected with important but little-studied view of approximate nomination.
Actually, an integral quality of human consciousness is the evaluative attitude to objects and phenomena of surrounding world. The assessment of communication process is an important component which realized in general as the utterance of positive or negative attitude, as evaluative assertion. So, the substance of assessment category is positive or negative description of the utterance subject [6, p. 63].

Provided, that in our everyday life we can’t subject everything to a strict and clear differentiation: «Reality surrounded man with endless diversity of objects, signs and relations. All objects are situated in constant movement, changes, strict limits aren’t for them» [2, p. 29].
If there aren’t accurate differentiation of positiveness or negativeness the assessment represents ambiguous meaning. At that time it becomes approximate. That is to say the absence of nomination compensates by using of approximate nomination, it considerably expands nominative language resources.
There isn’t any approximateness or, for example, ambiguity in our objective reality, everything is accurate and defined, every fact such as should be. Ambiguity and approximateness connect only with incompleteness, discrepancy of our knowledge. That is why approximateness is the manifestation of reflective forms of objective reality. As opposed to ambiguity approximateness represents combination of distinctness and indefiniteness.
We can’t define boundaries of approximateness, because the scope defined by the author of message and his intelligence. It means that approximateness of assessment is subjective: «About approximate nomination we can speak if we have certain modal assessment of nomination from the speaker when he denominates a separate element of nonlinguistic situation: an example, the speaker is doubted in reliability of nomination or he unlike it, or the speaker doesn’t want be responsible for nomination etc» [7, p. 29].

Necessity of using approximate assessment leaded to «accumulation of a whole store of means by speech community, which makes it possible to realize monosemantic communication» [6, p. 64]. Linguistic means for inaccurate informative transmission in this science name with the term approximators (APs), appropriateness of it doesn’t dispute anyone [8; 9; 6].

Approximateness (approximation) occurred by means of different language levels. The essence of approximation is an approaching of object’s assessment content to a generally accepted rules [6, p. 65].

Under AP we understand a language unit (morpheme, word, word combination, predicative structure), which has the seme of «approximateness» in semantic structure or specified by context. AP is an essential component of approximate assessment valuation.
A lot of various means and ways of the notion approximateness are exist in different world languages: «Impossibility of accurate denomination is so often occurred that we used to such pochti, chto-to vrode, tak skazat, a sort of, nearly, pour ainsi dire, ungefähr, fast and pay no attention on «words of approximateness» [2]. First of all we understand APs: 
– lexical Russ. pochti, priblizitelno, okolo, chut (li, bylo) ne, еdva (li) ne, primerno etc., Ukr. mayighe, movby, pryblyzno, kolo, bilya, ledve ne, malo ne, trohy ne etc., Fr. presque, à peu près, environ, quasi, quasiment, quelque, approximativement; 
– prefixes Eng. pseudo-, quasi-; Fr. demi-, mi-...mi-..., para-, pén(é)-, presque-, quasi-, semi-, simili-, sub-;
– suffixes Eng. –like, -ish, -y, Fr. -aine, -âtre, -forme, -oïde, -sic; Ukr. –uvat, -av, -аst-/-ist- on morphemic level perform the function of approximators trohy, deshcho, led-led, ne dughe, zlegka and similar;

– stable and variable combinations as Eng. in a way, so to speak, more or less, Fr. appelez cela comme vous voudrez, ce que certains (d’autres) appellent, ce que nous appelons etc. and others; 

– syntactical: Rus. metrov trysta, chelovek pyatdesyat, kilogrammov sto; Ukr. cholovik z pyat, krokiv dvisti, godyn visim etc. 

Approximateness may be expressed by an accurate utterance without APs. In this case one can speak about implicit approximateness. So, if to say: It is one hundred meters to the nearest house, no one think that the real distance is equal one hundred meters.  
At last on the phonetic level an indicate of approximation may be pause, which firstly reflects doubt of a speaker in correctness of his nomination. In writing we convey it graphically: ellipsis, quotation marks, brackets.
All these means of expressing approximateness and every separately deserve linguists’ great attention.
In I. L. Shkota’s judgment, «the process of approximative function development at linguistic unites, there using as APs is the result of natural language development, which may be considered as the process of forming functional and semantic class APs» [9, p. 10]. 
So, APs formed the conceptual field in any language that is evidence of universality of the category, which exists in many world languages, as Indo-European, and so in other language families, an example, in Hungarian, Swahili etc. Detailed survey of references on the problem can be find out in special studies [7; 8; 9].
During the process of approximation an assessment word retains his integral sign, an example, quantity, seme in the meaning brings up to date at the same time and provides arrangements of relativity at the expense of assessed construction APs. If to bear in mind the same attribute «quantity», the utterance get character of approximate quality, as in French statement:
A côté d'une des lampes grillagées, je remarquai un petit orifice circulaire de cinq centimètres de diamètre environ (Merle R. La mort est mon métier, p. 299).
Approximative indicators add connotative seme to subjective assessment of semantic structure of a sentence «in addition to the seme «approximateness», that shows an emotional and evaluative character, points out that speaker’s attitude to the subject of speech, so as normal, objectively consolidated assessment of referent’s qualitative state concerning semantic of a word» [10, p. 63].
Thereby, approximateness presents forms of objective reality reflection conveyed with special linguistic means. Approximateness embodied combination of ambiguity and distinctness: reference point in such approximative structures indicates accurate content of any phenomenon, event, fact, distinctness of context, and APs show ambiguity. 
Necessity of approximate assessment is that speaker doesn’t have ample evidence of accurate valuation or unready to give it for some reason. 
An approximate assessment is one of the approximate denominative aspects and, by-turn, composes an important part of speaker’s general nominative strategy in linguistic world reflection.   

Undoubtedly, considered effect deserves undivided attention and in-depth study from linguists’ side. 
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Moryeva G. G. On the Issue of Essense of Approximate Assessment in a Language

The article deals with a number of questions connected with an important problem of approximative nomination that has not been yet studied sufficiently. The attempt of onthological substantiation of the necessity of approximative nomination for human communication is made. The means of expressing approximative nomination, the so-called approximators (APs) represented by all language levels are analyzed. The fact of universality of the language category of approximation is grounded in the sphere of mentality, connected with an incompleteness and inaccuracy of human knowledge and representing itself a display of the form of objective reality reflexion. One of its aspects – approximative evaluation showing the attitude of the speaker towards the matter of speaking is studied. It is known that the evaluation is a significant component of the process of communication and it is understood as the expression of positive or negative semantic treatment, as evaluative judgment. The absence of direct nomination is substituted by the use of approximative nomination (in other terms approximative evaluation) and is one of the important aspects of the general nominative strategy of a speaker.
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