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Addressing as a Speech Act: Similarities and Differences in Turkish and Arabic

The article examines the address as a type of speech act. A comparative analysis of nominative forms of ad-
dress and forms of address to the addressee in Turkish and Arabic was carried out, which are used in the
speech etiquette of Turkish and Arabic in the informal sphere. On the basis of the comparative analysis, we
came to the conclusion that many norms of etiquette, which refer to the field of gender relations or to the fam-
ily and domestic sphere, in Turkish and Arabic have differences. The appeals used in speech carry more in-
formation about the social status of communicants, their relations with each other. In Turkish and Arabic eti-
quette, the form of address is chosen depending on the communicant: very important is not only the social
status, but also age, gender, education and place of your communication. As examples, we present addresses
that play a crucial role in the act of communication, as a segment of speech that serves as a signal to start
communication, a form of speech to attract the attention of interlocutors, or to accentuate attention.
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Introduction

In the process of globalization, economic, social, scientific and cultural relations of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan with the world community: Turkish and Arabic countries are rapidly developing. When we enter
into communication, we relate to the interlocutor from the position of values and understandings that charac-
terize our culture and traditions. Every culture has its own standards, its own rules. For this reason, a com-
prehensive study of speech etiquette in a comparative aspect plays an important role in modern conditions,
when intercultural and interethnic contacts become determinants of the coexistence of nations and nationali-
ties. Each nation has its own system of rules of speech behavior [1].

The theoretical substantiation of etiquette as a culture-forming factor, the scientific description of the
forms of etiquette was carried out by A. Baiburin, A. Toporkov [2].

E.S. Vetrova made an analysis of these units on the material of the Lezgin and Ukrainian languages in
the communicative and semantic aspect [3].

A.M. Tuzlu believes that the etiquette formulas form the basis of Turkish speech etiquette, conditioning
the relationships between people [4].

N.A. Kholikov considers politeness as a way to prevent conflicts, so it can be an object of study of the
science of linguoconflictology [5].

M.N. Serebryakova in her article “About some features of ethno-etiquette among modern Turks” con-
siders the problem of non-verbal elements in Turkish communicative situations: “Combining with the speech
components of speech etiquette in situations of greeting, farewell, treating a guest, etc., non-verbal means of
behavior complement them and together with them form a single system of a particular ceremonial. At the
same time, each component of language, such as a handshake or a kiss, combined with facial expressions,
eyes, head nods, the position of hands, shoulders and other gestures can convey different shades of meaning,
specific features of etiquette in different circumstances and in different social environments. But in general,
these means of verbal and nonverbal forms of communication are aimed at performing one main task — to
carry out the act of this communication” [6; 247].

And in the Arabic tradition gestures can be etiquette permissible and impermissible: Arabs tend to stand
or sit as close as possible to their interlocutor, so that during a conversation one can touch him with his hand
(if both interlocutors are of the same gender) [7; 15].
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Each nation has its own peculiarities of behavior, reflecting the specific culture of the participants of
communication. Each nation has its own rules and norms of behavior, characterizing the peculiarities of its
culture. But there are universal categories of politeness, defining the specifics of a given society, its mentali-
ty. These categories of politeness in each nation have their own history and development. Here the compara-
tive analysis of semantic connections of politeness category in different languages is of great interest.

Addressing is one of the important attributes of politeness. It precedes communication, signals the be-
ginning of communication, it is present in the course of communication to express certain feelings and char-
acteristics, serves to accentuate the attention of interlocutors. Address to people in speech etiquette is a cer-
tain word or phrase, which names the addressee and is characteristic of the national linguistic culture. Its
forms in the language may change throughout history.

However, there has been no comparative analysis of nominative forms of address and forms of address
to the addressee in Turkish and Arabic, which are used in the speech etiquette of the Turkish and Arabic lan-
guages in the informal sphere.

The aim of our research was to create a holistic view of addressing as a linguistic unit considered from
the point of view of the peculiarities of its functions in the sphere of family discourse. Therefore, the material
of the study was the types of references used in the Arabic and Turkish families.

Material and research methods

The material of the study was forms of speech etiquette in Turkish and in Arabic. The method of com-
parative study of the formulas of speech etiquette, the method of semantic analysis of dictionary definitions
were used as the main method. When characterizing the use of the studied clichéd units of speech etiquette
the comparative contextual analysis and the general philological method of interpretation of speech formulas
are used.

In the study of verbal and nonverbal communication we relied on the works of researchers:
A.A. Akishina, T.V. Larina, V.E. Goldin, N.I. Formanovskaya, R.A. Yakobson [8, 9].

In the linguistic literature under the address is understood the name of the real or supposed addressee of
speech, organized according to the laws of the language, used in speech communication to attract the atten-
tion of the person to whom the speech is directed, to cause him a certain reaction to the subsequent messages,
or to force him to commit an action, dictated by the conversational situation.

National speech etiquette is an evolving system. The changes occurring in it are caused by a number of
factors, which can be divided into two groups: social and linguistic. The social factors include changes in the
political structure of society, the activities of various social movements, the mutual influence of national cul-
tures, the development of the media and the growth of their role in society. Linguistic factors are related to
changes within the language system itself, and the leading one among them is the tendency to save time and
efforts of the speaker.

Many scholars have drawn attention to the need for a comparative analysis of the speech etiquettes of
different languages. The need for such an analysis was also pointed out by R. Jakobson: “...when choosing a
theoretical basis and a corresponding method of comparative description of languages, it is necessary first of
all to determine the goals of research, of course, we will not use a more complicated theory than the chosen
goal requires, and vice versa” [10; 42].

Results and Discussion

At the present stage of development of the linguistic sciences, when the problems of language as a form
and environment of human activity remain in the focus of attention of scientists. Any study of discourse in a
particular sphere of human activity is capable of discovering something new in already known linguistic
phenomena.

For many years, circulation has been treated in linguistics as a private phenomenon and evaluated ac-
cording to theories developed on the basis of other linguistic units. Since many scholars have paid attention
to sociolinguistic problems and with the emergence of a large number of fundamental studies on colloquial
speech, the problem of address has become one of the most important. At the same time, there is a constant
rethinking of already established positions in linguistics, and a search for new approaches to the study of tra-
ditional problems.

N.I. Formanovskaya believes that the purpose of addressing is to establish contact with the interlocutor,
for which language forms are used. These forms serve to demonstrate the relationship to each other commu-
nicants. The reason for addressing depends on the relationship, professional activity, the name of the person.
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When addressing the addressee, it is not necessary to name the addressee; you can use such words as “Par-
don”, “Excuse me”. They have the same function as addresses. Addresses appear on the basis of words, they
are the person or subject to whom the speech is addressed. In this case, not just a word-name is used, but a
kind of speech action (speech act) is undertaken, consisting of an appeal and a name at the same time, which
must necessarily be followed by a text [11; 121].

The etiquette framework of any communication between two (or more) people involves the observance
of certain norms of speech etiquette, the main elements of which are the formulas of address, setting the ini-
tial nature of the relationship between the communicants and contributing to the successful establishment of
contact, comfortable communication in the process of communication and its adequate completion.

Addressing has a universal character, refers to one of the units of speech etiquette, used in speech to es-
tablish contact between members of society. All types of appeals are used to create a connection, communi-
cation and definition of the social framework between communicants [11; 34].

Speech act of address, unlike other speech acts, does not form a complete statement. Implementation of
this speech act requires a text. The speech act of address is semantic performatives with open textual valence.
The illocutionary function of the speech address is to attract the attention of the addressee in order to estab-
lish contact.

Appeals have several functions: first, appeals allow us to emphasize the social status of the interlocutor;
second, appeals are used to attract attention; third, to mark changes in the discourse; fourth, appeals are used
to greet the addressee.

The addressee's choice of form of address depends on his attitude toward the communicant. Social sta-
tus, level of education, age, gender, and communication environment also play a major role.

Appellative function of speech etiquette is linguistic units that are used to attract the attention of the lis-
tener. This function of speech etiquette is mostly realized along with other language units that have the same
function as the words of address. In language communication, we first try to attract the attention of the lis-
tener or to draw the attention of a group of people to ourselves or a second person. To do this we use certain
linguistic units. In Arabic and Turkish when addressing, we use not only the name of a person but also words
of friendship, companionship and kinship. In this case, different linguistic units are used, which indicate the
social status of the communicant and his emotional response. In Arabic, the use of the particles in the use of
an address is as follows: L [ya] (o), ! [o 0] (), 1 [2] (), Y [ ya] (), b [haya] (), 's [wa] (), | [o] (), & i [ya
ayuxa] (), bed [ oyuhata] [12].

In Turkish, hey [hey] (0) is synonymous with the interjection ey [hey]; it differs from it by being more
expressive and somewhat familiar Hey, dostum! [Hey dostum!] (Oh, my friend!), Hey! ne yapiyorsun ora-
da? [Hey ne yapyersun orada?] (Hey, what are you doing there?); Ya [I] (Oh! Hey!) expresses an appeal, an
address: Ya medet! [I medet!] (Hey! help!); His, hist [Hish, hist] expresses an appeal, an address: (Hey!,
listen!); Hu, [Hu] expresses an appeal, a call (more often in women's mouths) (Hey! Listen to me!): Hu,
komsu hanim, evde misin? [Hu komsu hanim, evde misin? [13; 365].

There are special forms of address, the choice of which is related to a particular situation, these are:

1. Names, patronymics, surnames;

. Lexical words used to express respect to the addressee;

. Appeals, connected with professional activity of the addressee;

. Appeals, accepted in educational institutions;

. Appeals related to age, gender, social role, religious nationality of the addressee;

. Appeals to relatives;

. Appeals expressing friendly, joking, affectionate, loving feelings towards the addressee;

8. Addresses belonging to the category of disrespectful or insulting [14; 102].

In Arabic and Turkish speech etiquette there is also a significant difference in the use of teknonyms,
which is given to the parent by the name of their eldest child. For example: a! aas [ummu Mahmud], ) J&i o)
3914 [ummu Dawud], s34 [abu Khadija], o' 48244 [ummu Khadija], s as [Abu Muhammad], s Jus)
[Abu Anfal], s ¢ [Abu Hasan], s 3232 [Abu Aziz], s 4aklé [Abu Fatma]. These appeals are not trans-
lated into other languages. The first part of this reference is o/ [ummi] — (mother) or <! [abi] — (father) of
something. The names that we use as references are intended to identify a person, to distinguish him or her
from others. Names serve the same purpose. They are direct descriptions that serve to distinguish the ad-
dressee.

In Arabic speech etiquette, we find examples of names that often do not coincide with Turkish names.
In Arabic speech etiquette, the names ) [Ahmad], = [Ali], %>« [Muhammad] (Ahmed, Ali, Muhammad)
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are used to attract attention. Mostly proper names are used after the vocative particle &, & & [I Ali] (Oh,
Ali).

Also, in Arabic speech etiquette addresses are used without a proper name, but with the vocative parti-
cle o, ei: & Gl [1 ustaz], translated into Russian it looks like — (O, teacher). There may also be these vari-
ants: Vocative particle + address + proper name. For example,k 3w e [l ustaz Ali] (oh teacher Ali): voca-
tive particle + proper noun + address. For example, fal i) [I Ukhti Zeinab] (about sister Zeinap): second
person personal pronoun + vocative particle + address. For example: <l b Al [onta ya valad] (you, oh bay),
2=k A= [ya ammi Ali] (oh, Uncle Ali). Such appeals can be used not only together with proper names, e.g.
w«ig« [muhandis] (engineer), == [habibi] (my lover).

If you use second-person personal pronouns with words like _ 52 [ducturus] (doctor), 3%l [ustaz] (pro-
fessor), it adds a sarcastic meaning to the address.

The same phenomenon is also found in Turkish speech etiquette. In Turkish the function of the vocative
particle is performed by the possessive affix m, which, attaching to the lexemes of address, gives them a
tinge of respect, deference: hocam [hojam] (teacher), efendim [efendim] (my lord), sayin bakamim [sain
baknim] (Mr. Minister), sayimm baskamim [sain bashbakanim] (Mr. President), or affectionate: oglum
[oglum] (son), kizzm [kizim] (daughter), yavrum [yavrum] (child), babacigim [babajigim] (daddy),
annecigim [annecigim]| (mommy) and others.

The forms of address can be used as a joke, swear words as a high style address. The use of diminutives
and lascivious names is limited to a set of specific forms. In Turkish, the most commonly used are diminu-
tive versions of names. For example: Mikhail — Miko, Mematin — Memao, Abdullah — Apo, Metehan
— Mete, Dilara — Dilos [Dilosh], Fikret — Fiko, Emine — Mine, Mustafa — Mistik [Mystyk].

A similar situation can be found in Arabic:

O 9ol Ao Chgy ol splaadl oS- g calSal) A g o 538l daaa — daal 3 gana- sidleac e gl liall,

The exception is a special diminutive name form in Turkish, formed with the possessive affix -m:
Abicim (lit. My dear brother), Hasamim [Hasanim] (my Hasan), Yavrum [Yavrum] (my child), Giizelim
[Giizelim] (my beauty), Mehmedim [Mehmedim] (my Mehmed).

When comparing the addresses used in Turkish and Arabic speech etiquette, a big difference was re-
vealed in the formation and use of full official names. The Turkish language does not use the recipient's pat-
ronymic when addressing. Instead, such references as Sabri Hizmetli, Osman Yorulmaz, Muharem Ergin,
Kenan Kog, Erol Erdogan, Selcen Hatun, Nuri Cavus, Seda Sayan, ibragim Sezer, Tuncay Oztiirk, Salih
Glin, Sezgin Akgay are used [15; 126].

If there is a need to address a person by his or her last name, the first thing to do is to pronounce his or
her rank (if any), first name and last name. For example: Basbakan Siikrii Saracoglu, General Kazim
Karabekir, Profesor Sabri Hizmetli, Doktor Ali Ozek.

All of these forms are usually used in the following cases: 1) if the addressee is much older than the ad-
dresser; 2) if he/she occupies a higher social or professional position, senior in rank; 3) in an official situa-
tion.

The references to a person in Arabic speech etiquette do not coincide with the references in Turkish
speech etiquette. This is explained by the fact that many Arab families do not have surnames. In such cases,
the official name of the addressee consists of three or sometimes four names. Not only the proper name and
the name of the father are used, but also the names of ancestors, including the name of the grandfather, the
name of the great-grandfather: ¢ [ibnu] (son). For example: ¢! ¢ [ibnu Sin], & w«ke [ibnu Abas]. This
naming of the addressee usually occurs either in official documents, or on particularly solemn occasions. For
example: @y Cpal) g3 Jibadll udd) ¢ aaa ¢ Gl [Rada din Abu Fadail Al Husunusun bn Muhammad bin
J], O sl daa) ¢ utd cr LSS [Ibn Faris Ahmad bin Zakariyal.

Let us consider the forms of address adopted in the speech etiquette of Turkish and Arab families.

1. Forms of address to parents.

The words mother, father in Turkish speech etiquette are used as a reference directly to parents. For ex-
ample, anne [anne] (mother), baba [baba] (father).

In Arabic speech etiquette there are also 3\ (father), 3ally (mother), but there is a difference in address-
ing parents in urban families and in rural, highly educated and less educated families. Thus, in upper-class
families, parents are addressed using the French or English versions of the address: Papi [papi], mami [ma-
mi], mam [mom], dad [dad] — a common address to parents in this social stratum of Arab society, which,
incidentally, is condemned by members of other strata. Other families, workers, or peasants, use a! [ummi]
(mother), < [abi] (father).
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2. Addressing children: sons and daughters.

Parents have a sufficiently wide choice of references to their children as compared to children: children
are somewhat limited in their choice.

In Turkish and Arabic speech etiquette, children are more often addressed by their full names, alt-
hough diminutive names are used, but for very young children the diminutive of the full name is used. In
Turkish speech etiquette parents quite often refer to children as: oglum [oglum] (son), kizim [kizim] (daugh-
ter), yavrum [yavrum] (child), ¢ocugum [¢cochugum] (child), bebegim [bebeghim] (child),

- Aman kizim. Diigeceksin

- Feride yavrum; azicik asagi iner misin? Dedi.

In Arabic speech etiquette, this kind of address can be used by strangers as well as by parents to their
own children, with the only difference that to one's own children these references are used if one wants the
child to stop doing something, or ordering him to do something & a3 (son), & < [I binti] (daughter).

3. Addressing brothers and sisters.

Brothers and sisters are usually addressed by name. But such references as abla [abla] (sister), kiz
kardes [kiz kardes] (little sister), agabey [agabey] (brother), erkek kardes [erkek kardes] (little brother),
kardes [kardes] (brother) are common and quite common with respect to both own brothers and friends,
sometimes even strangers, especially among the young.

The Arabic A [ahi] (brother), and &) [ukhti] (sister) are even more frequently used to refer to
strangers or friends than to one's own brothers and sisters.

4. Addressing older relatives (uncles, aunts).

In Turkish and Arabic speech etiquette there is a very large number of addresses to aunts and uncles.
This is because forms of address differ depending on the degree of kinship: it all depends on whether you are
addressing maternal relatives or paternal relatives. For example: according to Arabic speech etiquette, a pa-
ternal uncle, the brother of the father, is addressed as ~= [am] and a paternal aunt, the sister of the father is
dac [amma); a maternal uncle, the brother of the mother is Ja [hal] and a maternal aunt, the sister of the
mother is 4 [halatun].

In Turkish speech etiquette, for example, it is: day [dai] (maternal uncle, mother's brother), amca [am-
ca] (paternal uncle, father's brother), teyze [teyze] (maternal aunt, mother's sister), hala [hala] (maternal
aunt, mother's sister). — Hic, teyze, dedim, miisaade edersen seni opecegim [16; 112].

The above references may be supplemented with proper names. For example, Fatma teyze [Fatma
teyze] (aunt Fatima; maternal line, mother's sister), Resiil day1 [Resiil dai] (uncle Rasul; maternal line,
mother's brother). A distinctive feature of Turkish communicative culture is the very frequent use of kinship
terms in the process of communication within the family. All family members, whether they are related by
blood or marriage ties, have their own names. At the same time in certain situations relatives may refer to
each other by name and by the name of kinship. For example, Fatma abla [Fatma abla] (older sister Fatima),
Resiil agabey [Resiil agabey] (older brother Rasul), Hadice teyze [Khadija teyze] (aunt Khadija; maternal
aunt), Ali oglum [Ali oglum] (son Ali), Zehra kizim [Zehra daughter].

5. Address to grandmothers and grandfathers.

There is no variety of references to grandparents in Turkish and Arabic speech etiquette: anne anne
[anne] (mother's grandmother), ninecigim [ninecigim] (grandmother), babaanne [baba anne] (father's
grandmother), dede [dede] (grandfather), dedecigim [dedjigim] (grandfather).

Equivalents in Arabic speech etiquette are 2 [jad] (grandfather), 32a [jaddatun] (grandmother).

6. Addresses to father-in-law, mother-in-law, father-in-law and mother-in-law.

In Turkish speech etiquette to mother-in-law, father-in-law, father-in-law and mother-in-law they use
the same references as to their own parents: anne (mother), baba [baba] (father). And in Arabic speech eti-
guette we use references that are used when addressing aunts and uncles.

Thus, formulas of address to relatives in both speech etiquette can be used both in relation to real rela-
tives, and in relation to other persons — non-relatives. Such references are metaphorical in nature.

7. Forms of address that express friendly, loving feelings toward the addressee. Any person can distin-
guish the attitude of the person who addresses him — he treats the addressee with respect or observes polite-
ness based on etiquette rules, thus devaluing his merits.

There is also a group of appeals that are used in certain cases. Such appeals are used when the speaker
wants to express his love to the addressee. These are appeals that emphasize the addressee's external data;
these also include appeals that note the addressee's mental abilities, as well as appeals that are addressed di-
rectly to children.
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One of the most numerous groups is the references that express affectionate feelings towards. For ex-
ample: Degerli [degerli] (Dear), kiymetli [kiymatli] (Dear), azizim [azizim] (Dear), sevgili [sevgili] (Be-
loved). Such references can be addressed to any person to whom they want to express their benevolence.
They can be friends, loved ones, spouses, parents and children. For example: Degerli [degerli] (Dear),
kiymetli [kiymoatli] (Dear), azizim [azizim] (Dear), sevgili [sevgili] (Beloved) are the most neutral and wide-
spread references in this group, because they can be addressed to any of the addressees mentioned above. For
example, Degerli dostum [Degerli dostum] (Dear Friend), Sevgili annem [Sevgili annem] (Beloved Moth-
er), Sevgili kardesim [Sevgili kardesim] (Dear Brother).

- Sevgili annem! Dogum giiniin kutlu olsun. Allah hayirlt uzun 6miir versin.

In Arabic speech etiquette, the equivalent of this address is <= [habibi], s [habibati], J e [azizi]
(loved, beloved, dear), =)= [azizati] (beloved, dear). It is used very widely between spouses, lovers, sib-
lings, parents and children, friends, regardless of gender, the older addressee in relation to the younger, ac-
quaintance or stranger.

There are also quite a humber of references expressing love feelings: Hayatim [Hayatim] (my life),
melegim [meleghim] (my angel), cammm [janim] (my soul), kalbim [kalbim] (my heart). These references
are universal: agkim [ashkim] (my love), goziim [goziim] (my eyes), cigerim [jigerim] (my soul).

In Arabic speech etiquette there is a quite large number of references expressing love feelings: <
[kamar] (moon), 43¢ [raliya] (my dear), b [hayati] (life),als 3t [hulm hayati] (imagination dream), jasa
[mufjiza] (my wonder), 4= [ruhi] (my soul), &= [aini] (my eyes), us &= [nuri ein] (light of my eyes),
that is, they can be used both towards women and men and towards children in everyday communication.

The following group of references is used mostly towards children, but can sometimes be used be-
tween lovers as well, most of them are related to sweet food: 4« s [basbusa] (dessert), J«= [asal] (honey),
S [sukar] (sugar).

In Turkish speech etiquette, sekerim [shekerim] (sugar), tathm [tatlim] (dessert) are the equivalent of
our references.

8. Addresses that belong to the category of insulting.

The term “insulting” is seriously used when the addressee intends to express fear, irritation, aversion or
disapproval of the addressee.

Such insulting references are found in sufficient number in both Turkish and Arabic speech etiquettes.

Thus, for example, in Turkish it is: nankor [nankér] (ungrateful), zevzek [zevzek] (chatterbox), tembel
[tembel] (lazy), manyak [maniac] (maniac), miskin [miskin] (coward), namusuz [namusuz] (shameless),
serseri [serseri] (tramp), deli [deli] (fool), aptal [aptal] (idiot).

In Arabic & [calbun] (dog), &ss [haiwan] (beast), (3aai [ahmak] (stupid, fool), 33 [kazirun] (dirty),
Jea [chimarun] (donkey), ¢k [jabban] (coward), &S [Kaslyan] (lazy).

This list could be continued, but as it is, one can easily note an almost exact correspondence between
the scolding addresses in Turkish speech etiquette and Arabic speech etiquette. It is also important that these
swearwords become swearwords if the speaker uses them as such; otherwise they are ordinary words that do
not have any obscene meaning in their meaning.

Most of the insults are addressed to relatives, neighbors and friends, i.e. to those who are quite familiar.
Many swearwords are used by parents in relation to their children.

Rude appeals and swear words are sufficient in both speech etiquettes. The educated part of society tries
not to use such forms of address in their speech. Nowadays, young people often use such references in their
conversations with their peers: in a joking setting or in a conflict situation. For middle-class people, the use
of such swear words is understandable in circumstances where people are highly agitated and unable to con-
trol their actions and emotions. While educated people avoid using such profanity in their speech, among the
working population it is considered the norm.

This type of use is a very important mechanism to help counter the complexity of relationships that now
arise in large cities, where one has to interact with a large number of communicators on a daily basis.

Conclusion

Forms of address, greeting and farewell are the most common units of speech etiquette, they serve to es-
tablish and maintain contact and contain important cultural information that allows the opinion of the social,
age, gender, territoriality of the participant of the communicative act. Even within the unified Muslim cul-
ture, to which Turks and Arabs belong, they have developed, along with the general, their own specific cli-
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chéd formulas of speech etiquette, the study of which is extremely important from the standpoint of lin-
guocultural understanding of the specificities of these ethnic groups.

Many norms of etiquette are inherently universal and universal in nature. However, there are also a suf-
ficient number of divergent views on etiquette norms. Moreover, these differences may be of a fundamental
nature — those that relate to the field of gender relations or to the family and domestic sphere.

Thus, addressing plays a crucial role in the act of communication, as a segment of speech serving as a
signal to start communication, a form of speech to attract the attention of interlocutors, or accentuate atten-
tion, a speech component to express one's attitude to the interlocutor — respect, affection, love, or a neutral
attitude, and even more — dislike. All these feelings can be expressed through address. Having compared
references in Turkish and Arabic we have come to a conclusion that there are similarities in the use of refer-
ences to relatives. But there are also differences in addressing to aunts and uncles — to maternal and paternal
relatives, i.e. to brothers and sisters of mother and to brothers and sisters of father.
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2. ynaeBa, ®. Mamenosa, b. ba3sinosa

Kapartna ce3nep ceiijiey akTiciHiH TYypi peTiHjge:
TYPIiK koHe apad TijigepiHaeri YKCacThIKTapbl MeH alibIPMAIIBLIBIKTAPbI

Makanana KapaTna ce3 ceiyiey akTiciHIH Oip Typi peTiHzme KapacTelppurraH. Typik skoHe apab Tinpepinme
OelipecMu canajarbl ceiiiey ATUKETIHIAE KOJAAaHBUIATHIH aJpecaTKa TYPiK >KoHE apad TiIaepiHOeri aTayisl
Kapartra ce3 TYJIFachl MeH KapaTia ce3 TYpJIEpiHe CabICThIpMalIbl Tanaay xacanraH. CabICTIpMalIbl TaNaay
Heri3iHJe TeHAePIIiK KapbIM-KaThIHAC callaChlHA HeMece 0TOAChl MEH Yil IIapyallbUIbIFbIHA KATBICTBI KOITe-
TeH 3THKET HOPMAaJapbIHbIH TYPIiK XoHE apal TinaepiHze alblpMalIbUIBIKTAphl Oap JeTeH KOPBITHIHIBI XKa-
canraH. Ceiiiey/ie KoJIJaHBUIATHIH KapaTia ce3aepae KOMMYHUKaIHsUIap/IblH QIEYMETTIK JKaFJaibl, OJlapIbIH
6ip-0ipiMeH KapbIM-KaTBIHACHI Typalibl KONTereH MaimMertep 6ap. Typik xaHe apad STHKeTiHIe KapaTia ce3
TYIFackl KOMMYHHKAHTKa OalaHBICTHI TaHIATAnbl: TEK QIEyMETTIK XKarJalbl FaHAa eMec, COHBIMEH Karap
JKachl, )KBIHBICHI, OLITIMI KOHE COMIECKEH JKepi Je MaHbI3bpl. MbIcall peTiHie KaphIM-KaThIHAC aKTICiHIE Ma-
HBI3/IBI POJT aTKapaThlH, COilyiey CerMeHTi, KapbIM-KaTBIHACTHIH 0acTalTyblHA CHUTHAI PETiHAE KbI3MET eTETiH,
SHriMenecymiIepIiH Ha3apblH aydapy HEMece epeKile MoH Oepy YIIiH ceiiney ¢popMacsl OONbIN TaObUIATHIH
Kapatma ce3ziep KenTipiireH.

Kinm co3dep: xapatna ce3zep, ceilfiey 3THKETI, Ceilfiey jkaFJaibl, TYBICTBIK OaillaHBICTAap, KOMMYHUKANHUS,
MoJimMzIeMe, TYPIK Timi, apad Tifi.

2.3. lynaeBa, ®.3. Mamenosa, b.K. ba3suioa

Oo0Opamenne Kak BUJ pe4eBoro aKkra:
CXO/ICTBA M Pa3/IM4YUsA B TYPeIKOM M apadCcKOM si3bIKaxX

B cratbe ucciaeoBaHO 00pallieHHe KaK BUJ PEYEBOTO aKkTa. Bbll IPOBEACH CPABHUTEIIbHBII aHAIM3 UIMEHHBIX
(hopm obpamenns u GopM o0paIIeHHs K axpecary B TypeIKOM U apabCKOM sI3bIKax, KOTOPBIE HCIOIB3YOTCS
B PCYEBOM 3THKETE TYPELKOTO M apaOCKOTro s3bIKOB B Heo(HIHaIbHOI cdepe. Ha 0CHOBE CpaBHHUTENBHOTO
AHAJIM3a MBI IPHIIIN K BBIBOAY, YTO MHOTHE HOPMBI 3THKETa, KOTOPBIC OTHOCATCS K 00JIACTH TeHIEPHBIX OT-
HOIIICHUI WM K CEMEHHO-OBITOBOIM 00JIaCTH, B TYPELIKOM M apaOCKOM sI3bIKe MMEIOT pazinnunsi. OOpamieHus,
UCIIOJB3YEeMbIe B pedH, HECyT OOJBIIYI0 MHGOPMALUIO O COIHAIBLHOM IIOJIOKEHHH KOMMYHHKAHTOB, HX OT-
HOIIIGHUH JIpYyT K Apyry. B Typenxom u apabckom stukere Gopmy oOpariieHHs: BBIOUPAIOT B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
KOMMYHHMKAaHTa: O4€Hb B&XKHOE 3HAUCHHE MMEET HE TOJIBKO COLMANIbHBII CTaTyc, HO M BO3pacT, o1, 00pa3o-
BaHHE M MECTO Ballero oduieHus. B kauecTBe NPHMEPOB HPEACTABICHBI 00pAICHHUs, KOTOPBIC BBIIOJIHIIOT
BOKHEHIIYIO POJIb B aKT€ KOMMYHHKAILIMH, SBISSCH CETMEHTOM PEYH, CIYXKAI[MM CHTHAJOM K Ha4yaly KOM-
MYHHUKaIMH, GOpMOil peuu 11 IPUBICUCHUSI BHUMAHUSI COOECETHUKOB MM aKIICHTUPOBAHHS BHUMAHMSI.

Kniouesvie cnosa: obpaimeHue, pedeBOi TUKET, pedeBas CHTyalus, POIACTBEHHBIC CBS3M, KOMMYHHUKAIIHS,
BBICKa3bIBaHUE, TYPEIKHI S3bIK, apaOCKUil SA3bIK.
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