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Abstract. This thesis_é pragmatic dimensions of evaluative units in
communication, focus _ e expressions function in discourse. Evaluative
units—such'é “-éf ' , maeral verbs, and discourse markers—play a crucial
role in exp C '_ d judgments. From a pragmatic perspective, their
interpretati c plicature, politeness strategies, and cultural norms.
The study exal evaluative language contributes to subjectivity, face
management, and speech acts, shaping both explicit and implicit meanings.
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Lang IS not merely a tool for
conveying information; it is also a medium thro eakers express attitudes,
emotions, and judgments. Evaluative units—Ilingui convey approval,
disapproval, intensity, or uncertainty—play a crucia g meaning in
discourse. These units appear in various forms, inclu djectives (excellent,
problematic), adverbs (undoubtedly, unfortunately), modal ve ust, might, should),
and discourse markers (frankly, to be honest). The pragmatigt@imensions of evaluative
units in communication underscore the vital intention play in shaping
meaning and interpretation. Beyond simply expressi ive or negative assessments,
evaluative units' impact is deeply intertwined with factors such as the speaker's goals, the
audience's expectations, and the social context of the interaction. Examining these
pragmatic dimensions reveals how evaluative units are strategically employed to achieve
specific communicative aims, such as persuading, influencing, building rapport, or even
expressing irony. By analyzing how evaluative units function within real-world
communication scenarios, we gain a richer understanding of the nuanced and dynamic
nature of language use and its social significance. This thesis explores the pragmatic
dimensions of evaluative units, focusing on their functions, interpretations, and cross-
cultural variations.
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Evaluative Units and Their Pragmatic Functions.
Evaluative units perform multiple communicative functions, including:

1. Expressing Subjectivity and Stance. Evaluative language allows speakers to
position themselves within discourse by expressing approval, doubt, certainty, or
emotional reactions. For example:

That was a brilliant idea! (positive evaluation)

This proposal is somewhat risky. (hedged evaluation)

2. Creating Implicatures. Evaluative expressions often convey meanings that go
beyond their literal interpretation, a concept known as implicature . For instance: Your
report is interesting. (The speaker may imply that the report is lacking depth or
originality.)

This solution is quitefi
genuine praise OFVei ‘

Depending on tone and context, this may be

3. Politen | . Evaluative language is central to politeness
strategies, d Levinson’s Politeness Theory. Speakers modify
evaluative ex| e and maintain social harmony:

Your presente put perhaps you could improve the structure. (mitigated
criticism)

| absolutely love your perspective on this! (positive politeness)

Evaluative units frequently appear in speech acts such as compliments, criticisms, and
recommendations :

Expressives (I really appreciate your effort.)

Directives (You should reconsider this decision.

Commissives (I promise this method will be effective.

The pragmatic force of evaluation depends on cont
influencing whether a statement is interpreted as advice, sarcas

Cross-Cultural Variations in Evaluative Language. The
across cultures, particularly in terms of directn

High-context cultures (e.g., Japan, China) tend
meaning is inferred rather than explicitly stated.

Example: This proposal is interesting (may imply disapproval).

Low-context cultures (e.g., USA, Germany) favor direct and explicit evaluation, where
criticism and praise are clearly articulated.Understanding these cultural differences is
crucial for intercultural communication, as misinterpretation of evaluative language can
lead to confusion or unintended offense. Evaluative units are
pragmatically complex elements of communication, shaping discourse through
subjectivity, implicature, politeness, and speech acts. Their interpretation depends on
context, speaker intent, and cultural norms, making them a key factor in effective

d speaker intention,
encouragement.
evaluative units varies
ss, and politeness norms .
indirect evaluation, where
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communication. By analyzing their pragmatic dimensions, we gain insight into how
evaluation influences persuasion, politeness, and discourse coherence across different
communicative contexts.
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