
Monika Zasowska

Evaluation in Academic Discourse:
Academic Book Reviews

in Linguistics and Psychology



Evaluation in Academic Discourse:  
Academic Book Reviews  

in Linguistics and Psychology



Monika Zasowska

Evaluation in Academic Discourse: 
Academic Book Reviews  

in Linguistics and Psychology

Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Śląskiego • Katowice 2025



Referee

Piotr Mamet
Iwona Witczak-Plisiecka



5

Table of Contents 

13 	  Acknowledgements
15 	  Introduction

Part One

	    Chapter One
25 	  Value and Valuation

25 	  1.1. Introduction
26 	  1.2. The usages of value(s) and valuation
26 	  1.2.1. Introductory remarks
31 	  1.2.2. Philosophical theories on value: a historical overview
34 	  1.2.3. The concept of value in philosophy
34 	  1.2.3.1. Introductory remarks
34 	  1.2.3.2. The scope of axiology
35 	  Formal specifics of value
37 	  Theoretical specifics of value
41 	  Material specifics of value
42 	  1.3. The concept of good in philosophy
45 	  1.4. Where does value come from?
48 	  1.5. Concluding remarks
	

	    Chapter Two
51 	  Evaluation in Language
	
51 	  2.1. Introduction



6

Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 52 	  2.2. The phenomenon of evaluation
52 	  2.2.1. Introductory remarks
55 	  2.2.2. The common ground
59 	  2.3. Major strands of research on evaluation in academic discourse
59 	  2.3.1. Introductory remarks
60 	  2.3.2. Stance
65 	  2.3.3. Stance-taking
66 	  2.3.4. The Appraisal Theory
69 	  Attitude
71 	  Graduation
75 	  Engagement
77 	  The Appraisal system in research
78 	  2.3.5. Metadiscourse
82 	  2.3.6. Voice
85 	  2.4. Defining evaluation
85 	  2.4.1. Introductory remarks
86 	  2.4.2. Functions of evaluation
89 	  2.5. Identifying evaluation in lexis
95 	  2.6. Identifying evaluation in grammar
95 	  2.6.1. Introductory remarks
97 	  2.6.2. Modal-like expressions and modalized verbs
100 	  2.7. Concluding remarks

	    Chapter Three
103 	  The Values of Academia
	
103 	  3.1. Introduction
104 	  3.2. Academic discourse
107 	  3.3. Defining science
113 	  3.4. Science and values
113 	  3.4.1. Preliminary reflections
116 	  3.4.2. The University and Academia
118 	  3.4.3. Merton’s “Ethos of Science”
120 	  3.5. The core values in science
126 	  3.6. Values and science



7

Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 130 	  3.7. Academia and its values
133 	  3.8. Concluding remarks

	    Chapter Four
135 	  Genres of Academic Communication

135 	  4.1. Introduction
136 	  4.2. Defining discourse
138 	  4.3. Faces of discourse
138 	  4.3.1. Discourse as spoken and written language
140 	  4.3.2. Discourse as context
141 	  4.3.3. Discourse as language beyond the sentence level
143 	  4.3.4. Dimensions of discourse
145 	  4.4. Discourse community
148 	  4.5. The concept of genre
148 	  4.5.1. Introductory remarks
150 	  4.5.2. Genre and register in Systemic Functional Linguistics
153 	  4.5.3. Genre in new rhetoric
154 	  4.5.4. Genre in the ESP tradition
157 	  4.5.5. Genre, register, and style
159 	  4.6. Academic genres
159 	  4.6.1. Preliminary remarks
162 	  4.6.2. Written and spoken genres
165 	  4.6.3. Typologies of genres
168 	  4.6.4. The research article
171 	  4.6.5. The PhD dissertation
174 	  4.7. Concluding remarks

	    Chapter Five
175 	  The Book Review as a Review Genre
	
175 	  5.1. Introduction
176 	  5.2. Review genres
176 	  5.2.1. Preliminary remarks



8

Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 177 	  5.2.2. The review article
180 	  5.2.3. The book review article
182 	  5.2.4. The book blurb
184 	  5.2.5. The review of literature in a PhD thesis
185 	  5.3. The book review
185 	  5.3.1. Preliminary reflections
187 	  5.3.2. The book review genre: a historical overview
190 	  5.4. The structure of the book review
190 	  5.4.1. Introductory remarks
194 	  5.4.2. Move Analysis in the previous research
195 	  5.5. Parameters of evaluation in book reviews
195 	  5.5.1. Introductory remarks
200 	  5.5.2. Evaluative constructions in book reviews
203 	  5.5.3. Variables in book review analyses
207 	  5.6. The reviewer guidelines
213 	  5.7. Concluding remarks

	    Chapter Six
215 	  Aims, Materials, and Methods
	
215 	  6.1. Introduction
216 	  6.2. On the map of disciplines: linguistics and psychology
221 	  6.3. Dimensions of knowledge
225 	  6.4. Linguistics and psychology in spatial representations
225 	  6.4.1. Preliminary remarks
228 	  6.4.2. Points of connection and areas of divergence
233 	  6.4.3. Previous research on academic book reviews
239 	  6.5. Materials
244 	  6.6. Aims of the study and research questions
246 	  6.7. Methods and tools
250 	  6.8. The UAMCT annotation scheme
250 	  6.8.1. Introductory remarks
253 	  6.8.2. Evaluation-type
253 	  6.8.2.1. Introductory remarks
255 	  6.8.2.2. Positive-type and negative-type



9

Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 256 	  6.8.2.3. Simple-positive and chained-positive /  
           simple-negative and chained-negative

257 	  6.8.2.4. Positive/negative-alone, positive/negative- 
          plus-reason and positive/negative-plus-other

259 	  6.8.2.5. Positive-plus-other and negative-plus-other
259 	  6.8.2.6. Intraclausal-positive/negative-type and  

           interclausal-positive/ negative-type
262 	  6.8.2.7. Positive-negative-or-negative-positive-type
263 	  6.8.3. The parameters of evaluation-object: content-type
263 	  6.8.3.1. Introductory remarks
266 	  6.8.3.2. The parameters of general-content-type
271 	  6.8.3.3. The parameters of local-argument/content
275 	  6.8.4. The parameters of evaluation-object: style-type
280 	  6.8.5. The parameters of evaluation-object: text-type
285 	  6.8.6. The parameters of evaluation-object: author-type
287 	  6.8.7. The parameters of evaluation-object: readership-type
289 	  6.8.8. The parameters of evaluation-object: publishing:  

         production-standards
290 	  6.8.9. The parameters of evaluation-object: general-type
291 	  6.9. Concluding remarks

Part Two

	    Chapter Seven
295 	  A Parametric Analysis of Linguistics Book Reviews

295 	  7.1. Introduction
295 	  7.2. The LING corpus
295 	  7.2.1. General statistics
296 	  7.2.2. Evaluation-type: Positive vs. negative polarity
315 	  7.2.3. Positive-type vs. negative-type: syntactic complexity:  

        simple vs. chained
315 	  7.2.3.1. Simple-positive vs. chained-positive
317 	  7.2.3.2. Simple-negative vs. chained-negative



10

Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 319 	  7.2.3.3. Simple-positive vs. simple-negative compared
332 	  7.2.3.4. Positive-alone vs. negative-alone
341 	  7.2.3.5. Positive-plus-reason vs. negative-plus-reason
351 	  7.2.3.6. Positive-plus-other vs. negative-plus-other
367 	  7.2.4. Chained-positive vs. chained-negative
367 	  7.2.4.1. Introductory remarks
374 	  7.2.4.2. Intraclausal-positive-doublet
376 	  7.2.4.3. Intraclausal-positive-multiple
378 	  7.2.4.4. Interclausal-positive-doublet
379 	  7.2.4.5. Interclausal-positive-multiple
381 	  7.2.4.6. Intraclausal-negative-doublet and  

           intraclausal-negative multiple
382 	  7.2.4.7. Interclausal-negative-doublet and  

           intraclausal-negative multiple
383 	  7.2.5. Positive-negative and negative-positive
383 	  7.2.5.1. Introductory remarks
386 	  7.2.5.2. Positive-but-negative
391 	  7.2.5.3. Negative-but-positive
397 	  7.3. Closing remarks

	    Chapter Eight
399 	  A Parametric Analysis of Psychology Book Reviews

399 	  8.1. Introduction
399 	  8.2. The PSYCH corpus
399 	  8.2.1. General statistics
400 	  8.2.2. Evaluation-type: positive vs. negative polarity
418 	  8.2.3. Positive vs. negative-type: syntactic complexity:  

         simple vs. chained
418 	  8.2.3.1. Simple-positive vs. chained-positive
419 	  8.2.3.2. Simple-negative vs. chained-negative
421 	  8.2.3.3. Simple-positive vs. simple-negative compared
435 	  8.2.3.4. Positive-alone vs. negative-alone
446 	  8.2.3.5. Positive-plus-reason vs. negative-plus-reason
459 	  8.2.3.6. Positive-plus-other vs. negative-plus-other



Ta
bl

e 
of

 C
on

te
nt

s 472 	  8.2.4. Chained-positive vs. chained-negative
472 	  8.2.4.1. Introductory remarks
479 	  8.2.4.2. Intraclausal-positive-doublet
482 	  8.2.4.3. Intraclausal-positive-multiple
485 	  8.2.4.4. Interclausal-positive-doublet
488 	  8.2.4.5. Interclausal-positive-multiple
490 	  8.2.4.6. Intraclausal-negative-doublet and  

           intraclausal-negative-multiple
491 	  8.2.4.7. Interclausal-negative-doublet and  

           interclausal-negative-multiple
493 	  8.2.5. Positive-negative and negative-positive
493 	  8.2.5.1. Introductory remarks
495 	  8.2.5.2. Positive-but-negative
500 	  8.2.5.3. Negative-but-positive
505 	  8.3. Closing remarks

	    Chapter Nine
507 	  A Comparative Analysis of Linguistics  
	  and Psychology Book Reviews
	
507 	  9.1. Introduction
507 	  9.2. The analysis proper: the LING and the PSYCH corpora compared
507 	  9.2.1. General statistics
508 	  9.2.2. Polarity
513 	  9.2.3. The parameters of evaluation
527 	  9.3. Research questions
533 	  9.4. Concluding remarks

543 	  References
581 	  List of tables
597 	  List of figures
603 	  Summary
607 	  Streszczenie



13

Acknowledgements 

This book has evolved from my PhD dissertation written at the University 
of Silesia in Katowice, Poland. I would like to extend my gratitude to my 
supervisor Professor Ewa Bogdanowska-Jakubowska for her kindness, sup-
port, and guidance during the process of writing and completing the thesis. 

I am also grateful to my PhD reviewers: Professor Dorota Osuchowska 
and Professor Marek Kuźniak, whose insightful comments and thought-pro-
voking questions were invaluable in helping me improve the  thesis, which 
has now successfully transformed into this book.

Special thanks must also go to Professor Iwona Witczak-Plisiecka and 
Professor Piotr Mamet for their feedback on my work, which helped me 
refine the quality of its content. 

Additionally, I  would like to thank the  University of Silesia Press and 
the whole editorial team for bringing this book to life. I am proud to be one 
of the authors whose books have been published by the same publisher, and 
look forward to seeing my next book shared with readers with your support. 

Last, but certainly not least, I would like to thank my parents and siblings 
for their patience, words of advice, and encouragement I received throughout 
the long and laborious process of writing my thesis, and beyond. My warm-
est and heartiest thanks go to Andrzej and Mikołaj, whose love and faith in 
me kept me going and were critical to my success. I could never thank them 
enough. 



15

Introduction

There are times when the otherwise peaceful life of academics might resem-
ble a  roller coaster ride. Like in the  famous fairground attraction, scholars 
and researchers, senior and junior alike, experience their ups and downs, 
claim victories and win titles or veer off course and feel disheartened. More 
often than not, feelings such as these are brought by the  phenomenon of 
evaluation that penetrates the rigid walls of academic settings and finds its 
way into almost every academic activity. Therefore, the academic landscape is 
not as austere and objective as it might be thought, and the review genres are 
its bright spots where evaluation is at its most explicit, and it thrives.

At this point, it should be emphasized that evaluation is not solely lim-
ited to academia and academics, nor is it confined to some small group of 
individuals. Quite the reverse, as a great social equalizer, evaluation is expe-
rienced by all individuals, and taking a stance towards a person, a thing, or 
a situation is a fundamental element of human perception, regardless of one’s 
background, status, education, or resources. However, as a highly subjective 
and personal act, evaluation is also a great divider as it differs from person 
to person and, most importantly, across communities, discourses, and in all 
manner of communicative contexts. 

Evaluative meanings are, for the most part, performed in language and 
carried across not only a  whole range of individual lexical items but also 
longer phrases, sequences of words, and syntactic constructions whose careful 
analysis reveals how language works and how form and meaning join together 
to express our likes and dislikes, preferences and objections, praise and crit-
icism. Within academic discourse, evaluation has proven to be an intriguing 
subject of research, and its role in the  construction and dissemination of 
knowledge has been firmly established (e.g., Hyland, 2000; Bondi & Maura-
nen, 2003; Biber, 2006a; Hyland & Tse, 2009; Römer, 2009; Bednarek, 2008; 
Shaw, 2009; Hunston, 2011; Hood, 2011; Hyland  &  Jiang, 2018). Opinion- 
related language produced in published and unpublished academic writings 
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At the same time, however, expressions of praise and criticism, so abundant 
in the book review genre, carry a considerable risk of generating professional 
disputes and personal conflicts. On both levels, therefore, evaluation in aca-
demic settings involves skillful maneuvering between expressing an honest 
opinion and an unbiased critique of a fellow researcher’s performance. From 
this perspective, the  essence of the  reviewer’s work is not only to evaluate 
but also to maintain interpersonal interaction and be cognizant of the social 
consequences it may entail. 

The  presented monograph Evaluation in Academic Discourse: Academic 
Book Reviews in Linguistics and Psychology delves into the  vast territory of 
evaluation and takes as its prime focus academic review genres, specifical-
ly the book review, where instances of praise and criticism are particularly 
prominent. As a corpus-based study, this work has used two sets of corpora 
from the two academic disciplines: linguistics and psychology. The consider-
ation of the two disciplines has been motivated by the following reasons. Lin-
guistics was chosen because of the close interest of the author in the study of 
language and meaning, which is reflected in her professional life. On the oth-
er hand, psychology was selected as an example of a field which deals with yet 
another aspect of humankind, namely the human psyche. Additionally, while 
psychology could be described as a “neighbouring” area to linguistics, it is, in 
fact, far more than the study of the mind. The relationship between the two 
selected disciplines has been addressed in the further parts of the work. 

At this point, it is worth mentioning that the presented analysis offers 
only a two-discipline approach to investigating evaluation in an academic set-
ting, a task relatively easy to accomplish, as some may argue. For a researcher, 
this task poses both risk and opportunity, depending on the way one choos-
es to see it. Arguably, having only two disciplines to compare and contrast 
allows for a  more thorough and accurate assessment of the  findings. But 
things could turn a bit problematic if both disciplines come from the field of 
soft sciences and do not form a clear-cut contradiction, as pairs of hard and 
soft sciences usually do. Therefore, it must be stressed that the analysis of 
evaluation as the one offered in this monograph has been a conscious deci-
sion of the author willing to oppose a certain unspoken expectation of what 
contrast and analogy may look like in the disciplines classified as hard and 
soft sciences. It has also been an informed choice of the author to juxtapose 
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subject and as such constitute an intriguing path of academic research in 
terms of evaluative meanings. 

This monograph consists of two main parts: theoretical and empirical, 
comprising nine chapters in total. It is accompanied by Introduction and 
Concluding Remarks, and is supplemented with List of Tables, List of Fig-
ures, and a summary in English and in Polish. Each chapter is also complet-
ed with its own Concluding Remarks, which summarize the discussion thus 
far or indicate what is to follow. The overarching goal of this work has been 
to compare and contrast means of evaluation in the book review genre in lin-
guistics and psychology and to identify areas of divergence as well as points 
of connection in how reviewers from these fields use their linguistic resourc-
es to express words of praise and criticism of the reviewed material. To that 
end, a  multi-layered annotation scheme known as UAMCT was employed, 
which served as a  primary tool for identifying and interpreting instances 
of evaluation. The  scheme includes a  large number of parameters relating 
to two main categories: evaluation-type and evaluation-object. 
The aim of the former has been to identify positive and negative polarities of 
evaluations and group the meanings into several grammatical constructions. 
The latter has been focused on seven main categories, each of which branch-
es into a number of individual parameters, with the overarching purpose of 
ascribing evaluative meaning to an object of evaluation. 

The  computer-aided investigation was accompanied by a  carefully con-
ducted manual examination of the gathered evaluative constructions, which 
guaranteed the accuracy and reliability of the findings. The central hypothe-
sis in the book claims that, contrary to popular opinion, there are pronounced 
disciplinary variations in linguistics and psychology book reviews and that 
despite the  apparent similarity between the  two fields, reviewers tend to 
emphasize different aspects of book by way of employing different strategies 
to convey positive and negative meanings. In what follows is a short overview 
of the structure of the book. 

Chapter One offers an insight into the concept of value seen from the philo
sophical perspective. It focuses on the usages of the words value, values, and 
valuation and points to their slow yet gradual shift in meaning towards other 
branches of knowledge. This chapter is concerned with the  scope of axiol-
ogy and the concept of good, which pertains to the all-important questions 
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a variety of ways and given profound attention throughout the centuries of 
philosophical thought. As the bedrock of all the discussion that comes after-
wards, this chapter shows that the philosophical inquiry of values has been 
unintentional but nonetheless invaluable reflection on language. 

Chapter Two is concerned with the major strands of academic research 
devoted to studying evaluative language, namely stance, metadiscourse, 
appraisal theory, and evaluation. Although each of the perspectives offers 
a  somewhat different understanding of the nature of evaluation, there are 
some general points of connection among these approaches as briefly over-
viewed at the beginning of the chapter. Special attention is given to the defi-
nition of evaluation proposed by Thompson and Hunston  (2000), which 
serves as a springboard for further considerations on evaluation in academ-
ic discourse, treating sets of values as a  foundation for the parameter-based 
analysis of evaluative language in the qualitative and quantitative analysis 
this work includes. Further, this chapter discusses identifying evaluation in 
lexical and syntactic structures, both of which amenable to electronic anal-
yses thanks to the  affordances of current software tools in corpus linguis-
tics. An important yet, due to space reasons, not fully explored addition to 
the  chapter is the  discussion on evaluation in modal-like expressions. As 
signalled by Hunston (2011), such expressions are often discovered by chance 
rather than systematic search but turn out to be effective carriers of evalua-
tive meanings in the English language. With this comes at least two impor-
tant observations. First, it is indeed worth emphasizing the  role of seren-
dipity in academic research, as some aspects of evaluation or indeed any 
other piece of research would not stand a chance to surface otherwise. Sec-
ond, our reliance on electronic analyses of corpora should be balanced with 
manual investigations, bearing in mind that a new line of inquiry may still  
elude technology. 

In Chapter Three, the  journey into evaluation in academic discourse 
begins. As it starts, the  chapter addresses the many definitions and under-
standings of the concept of academic discourse, drawing attention to its com-
plexity and respecting the obscurity of the matter. From there, acknowledg-
ing that the essential quality of academic discourse is the continuous search 
for truth and knowledge and that the  primary vehicle for searching for 
truth is science, the chapter looks at the various characteristics and qualities 
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between science and values in academia. The  latter part plays an essential 
role in the book, setting the groundwork for the parameter-based analysis of 
evaluative meanings in the academic book review genre. 

Chapter Four makes a return to discourse, a concept that has proven to be 
uniquely challenging as its diversity offers no easy description or classifica-
tion. This time, the discussion on discourse involves examining the interwo-
ven concepts of discourse community and genre. The chapter sees discourse as 
spoken and written language, as context, and as language beyond the  level 
of a sentence, all of which indicate that discourse transcends borders of lan-
guage and spreads to all forms of human experience. Central to discourse is 
the concept of genre, which is investigated here from three linguistic perspec-
tives: the one offered by Systemic Functional Linguistics, the one proposed 
by New Rhetoric and, finally, the  one explored within the  ESP tradition. 
Genre is also juxtaposed with other competing terms, such as register and 
style. In recognizing the ultimate importance of genre, particularly its role in 
constructing evaluative meanings in academia and, thus, identifying social 
communicative relationships found therein, one cannot but conclude that 
genre is central to academic performance. That being said, the chapter looks 
at the  typologies of academic genres in both spoken and written contexts, 
focusing on the  research article and the  PhD dissertation as examples of 
genres particularly relevant to the present work. 

Chapter Five presents the review genres where, as has been already said, 
evaluation is seen at its best. The discussion begins with a short overview of 
the four review genres: the review article, the book review article, the book 
blurb, and the  review of the  literature in a PhD dissertation, reflecting on 
their unique characteristics and the nature of evaluation they exhibit. Put 
front and centre in the chapter is the book review genre, its historical evo-
lution, and the  overall structure originally explored by Motta-Roth  (1995). 
Then, the  chapter attends to Hyland‘s (2000) categories of evaluation and 
Shaw‘s (2009) evaluative constructions, which have inspired the framework 
of parameters of evaluation used in this work. The discussion on the varia-
bles used in the conducted studies is presented here to which belong aspects 
of gender, authorship or negative evaluation. The last section of the chapter 
is devoted to presenting and discussing reviewer guidelines in selected Eng-
lish and Polish academic journals. 
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numerous taxonomies of knowledge over the previous century and address-
es the  nature of the  two fields of study, elaborating on the  points of con-
nection and difference these disciplines exhibit. Of particular importance 
here is the  compilation of the  previous studies on academic book reviews 
encompassing the last thirty years, which includes details such as the num-
ber of the investigated books and the disciplines considered, the time span 
of the texts or the languages on which the book reviews were written. In so 
doing, the  chapter presents the  rationale for the  choice of academic disci-
plines which, to the best of the author’s knowledge, have not been investigat-
ed in depth in a one-to-one analysis. Further, the chapter presents the aims 
of the study and the research questions and delineates the details of the con-
ducted analysis: the collection of the material, the compilation of the corpus 
and the electronic tools used in the work, the most important of which is 
UAM (Universidad Autónoma de Madrid) Corpus Tool 6.2j (O’Donnell, 2008), 
referred to as UAMCT throughout the work. Additionally, and as a vital point 
of reference, an auxiliary reference corpus was obtained from the  academ-
ic journal System and used in the  extensive description of the  evaluation 
parameters of the UAMCT annotation scheme. 

It must be emphasized that in presenting evaluative categories and 
parameters for the analysis, this work, as no other work before (at least to 
the  best of the  author’s knowledge) introduces a  third category that goes 
beyond a  simple positive-negative polarity opposition, aiming to evaluate 
a nearly simultaneous presentation of positive and negative acts. The study 
has revealed that reviewers skillfully employ the  “yes-but-no” and “not-but-
yes” approach to evaluation. 

The  overall focus of Chapter Seven has been to present and discuss 
the  first part of the  analysis: a  parametric analysis of book reviews from 
the field of linguistics. To that end, the parameters and categories proposed 
by the UAMCT annotation scheme have been used, and the  findings have 
been shown in the form of tables and figures, each of which is discussed and 
interpreted. Additionally, the chapter presents the sentence from the corpora 
to fully illustrate the evaluative meaning and structure it occupies. 

Chapter Eight constitutes the  second part of the  analysis of the  two 
corpora and includes a parametric study of book reviews from the  field of 
psychology. Similarly to the  previous chapter, it presents the  results from 
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for ease of reference, corpus sentences are provided. At this stage of consid-
eration, there are included some general observations about the two corpora, 
but the detailed comparative analysis and interpretation of the  study find-
ings are reported in Chapter Nine, the final chapter of the book. This chapter 
provides a  general panorama of the  distribution of evaluative parameters 
across the selected disciplines, drawing on the points of overlap and the areas 
of difference. 

As said earlier, this book ends with Concluding Remarks that lay out 
the  implications and limitations of the  study, a  list of references used 
throughout the work, lists of Tables and Figures, and a summary in English 
and in Polish. 
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S u m m a r y

The presented monograph entitled Evaluation in Academic Discourse: Academic Book Reviews 
in Linguistics and Psychology is a corpus-based study concerned with the phenomenon of eval-
uation identified in the genre of the academic book review. The book is organized into two 
main parts: theoretical and practical. Part One comprises six chapters, and Part Two includes 
three chapters, with an Introduction and Concluding remarks at the beginning and the end of 
the work, respectively. Each chapter is also followed by Concluding or Closing remarks, which 
serve to summarize what has been discussed and introduce another aspect of the discussion. 

In Chapter One, the author examines the words value, values, and valuation, looking at 
their meanings and usages. The chapter is also concerned with the concept of value presented 
from various philosophical perspectives. What follows is the discussion of the concept of good 
in philosophy and the many questions surrounding it, all of which have been uppermost in 
philosophical thought across the centuries. 	

Chapter Two looks at different ways of expressing opinions and personal assessments in 
language and investigates how these meanings are linguistically realized and produced across 
written and spoken contexts. The first part of the chapter presents major strands of research 
on evaluation in academic discourse that comprises stance, appraisal theory, metadiscourse, 
and voice. The author adheres to Thompson and Hunston’s (2000) definition of evaluation 
and treats it as the overarching point of reference for the discussion of the value-laden mean-
ings in language. Importantly, this chapter, as well as the whole work, views lexis and syntax 
as equal partners in the successful expression of evaluative meanings. 

Chapter Three opens up a discussion on values in an academic setting. First, it presents 
the many definitions of academic discourse that serve as a  springboard for further elabora-
tion on values defining academia. The different interpretations of academic discourse ena-
ble the author to propose the view that the essence of academic discourse lies in searching 
for truth and knowledge. Academic discourse is, therefore, seen as the ultimate deliverer of 
science whose primary goal is to bring truth and knowledge about the world. From there, 
the  chapter shifts to the defining qualities of science, which help dissect the relationship 
between academia and its values. 

Chapter Four focuses on academic communication and, following Becher and Trowler 
(2001), sees communication as “the lifeblood of academia.” Discussed at length is the trio 
of important yet linguistically elusive concepts: discourse, discourse community, and genre. 
The chapter also addresses both theoretical and practical intricacies associated with each one, 
for example, various faces and dimensions of discourse, the understanding of what discourse 
community has been taken to be and what communicative goal(s) it has, and, finally, differ-
ent linguistic interpretations of the concept of genre. A  vital contribution to the chapter is 
the discussion of typologies of academic genres, with closer attention given to the genre of 
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be overlooked. 

Chapter Five looks in depth at the book review as a review genre. First, it briefly focuses 
on the other review genres, namely, the review article, the book review article, the book blurb 
and the review of literature in a PhD dissertation. Second, the chapter presents a historical 
overview of the evolution of the book review genre, whose origins date back to as early as 
antiquity but whose proper status as an academic genre was formally acknowledged in the 
1990s. What the turbulent evolution of the book review genre shows is that the review has 
gone through at least three different stages in its history. Originally opinion-free and purely 
descriptive in nature, the book review transformed into a highly opinionated and thus con-
frontational academic production capable of damaging reputations, and finally, unwillingly 
transitioning into a vastly unappreciated piece of academic writing. 

Third, the chapter attends to the structure of the book review, originally proposed by 
Motta-Roth (1995) and revisited by many other researchers ever since. Fourth, parameters of 
evaluation in book reviews are discussed together with the two frameworks for investigating 
evaluative meanings (Hyland, 2000; Shaw, 2009) that served as a vital point of reference in 
the present work. Finally, the chapter ends with presenting some of the reviewer guidelines 
used in journals that may affect the formulation of evaluative statements concerning the book 
under review. 

Chapter Six, the last of the theoretical ones, presents the research objectives, materials 
collected for the study, and methods and tools used throughout. In the first part of the chap-
ter, the author elaborates on the nature and status of the two disciplines under investigation, 
presenting how they have been classified over the centuries and how they are now categorized 
into the humanities and the social sciences, respectively. Of special importance is the discus-
sion on the points of connection and areas of divergence between linguistics and psychology. 
Then, the chapter presents previous research on academic book reviews whose time span 
covers the last thirty years. In so doing, the author attempts to demonstrate that what is 
visibly missing in the previous research on the book review genre is a one-to-one analysis of 
evaluation in linguistics and psychology corpora only. 

In the second part of the chapter, the author presents the main assumptions of the work, 
the research questions and the aims of the study, as well as the details of the materials used 
in the analysis (i.e. two sets of corpora, each of which consisting of 120 book reviews). Then, 
the methods and tools are presented, with particular attention given to the primary analytical 
tool, the UAMCT annotation scheme (O’Donnell, 2008) used in the work. Each of the param-
eters of the annotation scheme is described at length and illustrated with the aid of the aux-
iliary corpus obtained from the System journal. 

Chapter Seven, the first of the analytical chapters in the work, presents a parametric anal-
ysis of linguistics book reviews. By going through the parameters of the annotation scheme, 
the author shows how evaluation has been expressed by linguistics reviewers in terms of 
evaluation-type and evaluation-object. The chapter ends with Closing remarks that 
summarize the results gathered and observations made at this stage of the analysis. 

Chapter Eight, which constitutes the second part of the analysis of the two corpora, deals 
with a  parametric analysis of the psychology book reviews. Similar to the previous chap-
ter, this one presents and discusses the results of the qualitative and quantitative analysis 
performed on the corpus of psychology book reviews. The chapter is likewise concluded by 



Su
m

m
ar

yClosing remarks that point out the necessity of undertaking the comparative analysis of 
the two corpora. 

In Chapter Nine, the final chapter of the book, the two corpora are compared and con-
trasted with the overall aim of identifying points where the results of the analysis overlap and 
where they visibly differ. This chapter is also concerned with answering the research questions 
formulated in the previous part of the work and pointing out preferences in both corpora. 

The book is completed by Concluding remarks, a  list of references used throughout 
the work, and a list of tables and a list of figures presented in the work. 
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Wartościowanie w dyskursie akademickim 
Recenzje książek naukowych  

z dziedziny językoznawstwa i psychologii

S t r e s z c z e n i e

Niniejsza monografia zatytułowana Evaluation in Academic Discourse: Academic Book Reviews 
in Linguistics and Psychology to praca oparta na korpusie recenzji książek naukowych z dziedz-
iny językoznawstwa i psychologii, której celem jest analiza językowych środków mechanizmu 
języka opinii. 

Monografia składa się z dwóch części: teoretycznej i praktycznej, na które składa się łącz-
nie dziewięć rozdziałów. Rozdział pierwszy zajmuje się problematyką pojęć wartość, wartości 
oraz wartościowanie oraz konceptem wartości przedstawionym w  ujęciu myśli filozoficznej. 
Ważną część rozdziału stanowi omówienie pojęcia dobra (ang. the concept of good), który stano-
wi trzon rozważań filozoficznych, ilekroć mowa o wartościach ważnych dla człowieka. Rozwa-
żania nad źródłem wartości nieuchronnie prowadzą do rozważań nad językowym sposobem 
ich wyrażania, dlatego też ostatni podrozdział rozdziału pierwszego jest wprowadzeniem do 
kolejnego rozdziału. 

	 Rozdział drugi omawia różne sposoby wyrażania opinii i osobistych ocen i wartościo-
wania w języku oraz bada, w jaki sposób są one językowo realizowane i wytwarzane w konteks-
tach języka pisanego i mówionego. Pierwsza część rozdziału przedstawia główne nurty badań 
nad ewaluacją w dyskursie akademickim, które obejmują stance, teorię appraisal, metadys-
kurs i głos (ang. voice). Rozdział traktuje definicję języka oceny (ang. evaluation) G. Thompsona 
i Hunston (2000) jako nadrzędny punkt odniesienia do dyskusji nad znaczeniami wartości 
w języku. Co ważne, rozdział ten, podobnie jak cała monografia, postrzega leksykę i składnię 
jako równorzędnych partnerów w skutecznym wyrażaniu znaczeń ewaluacyjnych.

Rozdział trzeci otwiera dyskusję na temat wartości w społeczności akademickiej. Najpierw 
omawia kilka różnych definicji dyskursu akademickiego, które służą jako punkt wyjścia do 
dalszego opracowania wartości definiujących społeczność akademicką. Różne interpretacje 
dyskursu akademickiego pozwalają autorce zaproponować pogląd, że istotą dyskursu akade-
mickiego jest poszukiwanie prawdy i wiedzy. Dyskurs akademicki jest zatem postrzegany jako 
ostateczne narzędzie nauki, którego głównym celem jest dostarczanie prawdy i wiedzy o świe-
cie. W dalszej części, rozdział przechodzi do omówienia cech nauki, które pomagają przeanali-
zować związek między społecznością akademicką a jej wartościami.

Rozdział czwarty skupia się na komunikacji akademickiej i, podobnie jak Becher i Tro-
wler (2001), postrzega komunikację jako „fundament społeczności akademickiej”. W tym roz-
dziale omówione zostały trzy ważne choć trudne do precyzyjnego uchwycenia pojęcia: „dys-
kurs”, „społeczność dyskursu” oraz „gatunek”. W  rozdziale omówiono zarówno teoretyczną, 
jak i  praktyczną złożoność tych pojęć, np. oblicza i  wymiary dyskursu, definicję wspólnoty 
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nad gatunkiem. 
Rozdział piąty szczegółowo analizuje recenzję książki jako gatunek recenzyjny. Najpierw 

krótko przedstawia pozostałe gatunki recenzyjne, a  mianowicie artykuł recenzyjny, arty-
kuł recenzyjny książki, notkę wydawniczą oraz przegląd literatury w  rozprawie doktorskiej. 
Następnie, autorka dokonuje historycznego przeglądu ewolucji gatunku recenzji książki, któ-
rego początki sięgają już starożytności, ale którego właściwy status jako gatunku akademickie-
go został formalnie uznany w latach 90. ubiegłego wieku. Burzliwa ewolucja gatunku recenzji 
książkowej pokazuje, że recenzja przeszła przez co najmniej trzy różne etapy w swojej historii. 
Swych początków może szukać w  streszczeniu, które miało charakter bardziej opisowy niż 
opiniujący. W kolejnym etapie, recenzja przekształciła się w mocno subiektywny i  autorski 
opis książki, którego konfrontacyjny charakter mógł podważyć reputację autora recenzowanej 
książki. Na koniec, recenzja jaką znamy dziś wydaje się nie stanowić już tak poważnego zagro-
żenia dla autora czy recenzenta w związku ze zmianami w polityce publikacyjnej w Polsce i na 
świecie. Przyglądając się historii recenzji książki akademickiej, warto zadać sobie pytanie, jaka 
przyszłość czeka nie tylko ten gatunek recenzyjny, nierozerwalnie przecież związany z książką 
akademicka jako taką, ale również jak będzie wyglądać nauka i wymiana poglądów w przyszło-
ści, w mocno już zdigitalizowanym świecie. 

W dalszej części rozdziału piątego omówiona została struktura recenzji, której badanie 
zapoczątkowała Motta-Roth (1995) i  które od tego czasu zostało wielokrotnie badane przez 
innych autorów. Następnie omówiono parametry oceny w  recenzjach książek oraz zaprezen-
towano dwa schematy ewaluacyjne (Hyland, 2000; Shaw, 2009), które posłużyły za pierwotny 
wzór schematu stworzonego na potrzeby niniejszej monografii. Rozdział kończy się omówie-
niem przykładowych wytycznych dla recenzentów stosowanych w czasopismach, które mogą 
wpływać na formułowanie oceny w recenzji. 

Ostatni z rozdziałów teoretycznych, rozdział szósty, przedstawia cele badawcze, materiały 
i narzędzia zastosowane w części analitycznej rozprawy. W pierwszej części rozdziału autorka 
omawia charakter i status dyscyplin językoznawstwo i psychologia, przedstawiając różne spo-
soby ich klasyfikacji na przestrzeni wieków oraz obecnie stosowaną klasyfikację, która zalicza 
językoznawstwo do nauk humanistycznych, a  psychologię do nauk społecznych. W  dalszej 
części rozdziału zostają przedstawione wcześniejsze badania nad recenzjami książek akademi-
ckich, które obejmują okres ostatnich trzech dekad. Poprzez prezentację stanu badań autorka 
stara się pokazać, że tym, czego wyraźnie brakuje w dotychczasowych badaniach nad gatun-
kiem recenzji książek, jest analiza języka oceny skoncentrowana na korpusach recenzji języko-
znawczych i psychologicznych.

W drugiej części rozdziału autorka przedstawia główne założenia pracy, pytania badaw-
cze i cele analizy, a także szczegóły dotyczące materiałów wykorzystanych w badaniu (tj. dwa 
zestawy korpusów, z  których każdy składa się ze 120 recenzji książek). Następnie przedsta-
wiono metody i narzędzia, ze szczególnym uwzględnieniem głównego narzędzia analitycznego 
UAMCT (O’Donnell, 2008) wykorzystanego w pracy, który pozwolił na opracowanie własnego 
schematu anotacji. 

Rozdział siódmy to pierwszy z  rozdziałów analitycznych pracy. Przedstawia on analizę 
parametryczną recenzji książek językoznawczych. Omawiając parametry schematu anotacji, 
autorka pokazuje, w jaki sposób ocena została wyrażona przez recenzentów językoznawczych 
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końcowymi, które podsumowują zebrane wyniki i obserwacje poczynione na tym etapie analizy.
Drugi z  rozdziałów analitycznych pracy, czyli rozdział ósmy, koncentruje się na anali-

zie parametrycznej recenzji książek psychologicznych. Podobnie jak poprzedni rozdział, ten 
również przedstawia i  omawia wyniki analizy jakościowej i  ilościowej przeprowadzonej na 
korpusie recenzji książek psychologicznych. Rozdział również kończą uwagi końcowe, które 
wskazują na konieczność przeprowadzenia analizy porównawczej obu korpusów. 

W rozdziale dziewiątym, ostatnim rozdziale pracy, wyniki badań nad oboma korpusami 
są porównane i zestawiane z ogólnym celem identyfikacji obszarów, w których wyniki analizy 
pokrywają się i  gdzie wyraźnie się różnią. Rozdział ten przedstawia również odpowiedzi na 
pytania badawcze sformułowane we wcześniejszej części pracy. 

Monografię kończą uwagi końcowe, lista źródeł wykorzystanych w pracy oraz lista tabel 
i figur przedstawionych w pracy.
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This monograph presents a corpus-based analysis of 240 
English academic book reviews in the fields of linguistics 
and psychology. The primary goal was to identify and 
analyze the linguistic means of evaluation in order to 
compare these two related yet distinct fields of knowledge. 
The work is divided into two main parts: theoretical and 
empirical, with a total of nine chapters. The theoretical  
part explores the concepts of value and good from 
a philosophical perspective, the concepts of discourse and 
genre, as well as the language of opinion in academic 
discourse. The empirical part provides a multifaceted 
analysis of evaluative expressions in linguistics and 
psychology book reviews based on the author’s evaluation 
model. The findings demonstrate that praise and criticism 
take different forms and structures in linguistics and 
psychology book reviews. It is important to note that  
the evaluation parameters are also differently  
emphasized in the two corpora.
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