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Summary 
The article deals with the question of pragmatics of emotive expressive means in epic poetry. Analysis of the folk-

lore text shows that the basic identifiers emotive vocabulary conveys a general idea of lexical fields – the idea of 
feelings and emotions as a special psychical reality. The author accented that, unlike fiction, folklore text from the 
perspective of pragmatics and functional characteristics differentiate by resistance relations, especially by the special 
method of being development. Aesthetic activities in the folklore related with the receiving law because of which not all 
the events are reflected, as it is caused by a factor of genre. 

Expressive component of folk text is less divided, not because of reason of its ambiguity, but even after the cause of 
normality. Cognitive features of expression lies in the fact that it is expressed by a single entity, such as undivided 
sentence. Linguists claim that syntactic means serves as a reproductive model. This is primarily due to the convention 
convey expression in the language cultures. This syntactic model in folklore texts marked by expression faced as some 
kind of block to semantic semiotic structure of the text.  

Emotively expressive means of epic song also support realization of cognitive folklore function. Information exists 
in reality. There is something that reduces uncertainty, indicating that the likely completion occurred. There are two 
subsystems of message: information signals can be simultaneously directed to a specifically known or to a large number 
of possible recipients. The means of emotiveness as the multilevel components of folklore text enabling seamless 
assimilation of information, support heightened attention and stimulates the human mind, causing tension feeling in the 
listener or reader. 

Keywords: folklore text, emotiveness, epic song, aesthetic function, historical song, a ballad. 
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Summary 
The article analyses the verbalization of general names to denote «backwater and tide», «water area» as consti-

tutional parts of folk geographical terms in Western Podilya dialects (in northern districts of Khmelnytsky region and 
eastern district of Ternopil region).  

The first mentioned group includes such semas as «flooding of the river», «the place of water absorbing» and the 
second one has 6 lines of semas: «the place being flooded», «alluvial shore», «bank for washing», «ice hole», «shal-
lows», «small shallows». 

We defined that folk geographical terms of the analyzed lexical and semantic groups in Western Podilya dialects 
revealed general linguistic and Slavonic tendencies. It means the speakers used traditional names common for Indo-
European and Slavonic language families preserving typical Ukrainian elements. Regional peculiarities of nomination 
were distinguished. Western Podilya dialectical words feature main motivated root morphemes on the material of the 
recorded lexemes in different language spheres. 

Key words: lexeme, sema, hydro-geographical term, Western Podilya dialectical speech, folk geographical terms, 
lexical and semantic group. 
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