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Abstract: This paper examines the use of politeness strategies in English and Uzbek from a 

linguistic and pragmatic perspective. Based on Brown and Levinson’s (1987) politeness theory, the study 

analyzes how positive, negative, and neutral strategies are realized in these languages and cultures. 

English tends to use direct and explicit politeness strategies, whereas Uzbek relies on indirect 

expressions, honorifics, and culturally embedded politeness norms. By providing linguistic examples, 

cultural interpretations, and cross-cultural comparisons, this research contributes to the broader 

understanding of intercultural communication. The findings help identify potential areas of 

misunderstanding between native English and Uzbek speakers, emphasizing the importance of 

pragmatics in language learning and cultural adaptation. 
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INTRODUCTION. Language is not only a means of communication but also a reflection of cultural 

values and social norms. Every society has established politeness norms that dictate how individuals 

interact with each other. These norms vary based on culture, hierarchy, and situational context.Brown 

and Levinson’s (1987) politeness theory introduces the concept of “face”, referring to a person’s self-

image in social interactions. There are two main types of face: 

1. Positive face: The desire to be liked, appreciated, or approved by others. 

2. Negative face: The desire for autonomy, freedom from imposition, and respect for personal space. 

This study investigates how these politeness strategies are used in English and Uzbek, considering both 

linguistic and cultural perspectives. The research identifies fundamental differences and their 

implications for cross-cultural communication. 

Positive Politeness Strategies 

Positive politeness strategies aim to strengthen social bonds, express friendliness, and show solidarity 

between speakers. 

1. Positive Politeness in English 

In English, positive politeness is commonly expressed through compliments, shared opinions, humor, 

and informal language. It is often used in friendly, casual conversations and business environments where 

maintaining good relationships is important. 

Examples: 

 “Wow, you’re really talented at this!” 

 “That’s a great idea! Let’s work on it together.” 
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 “You look fantastic today!” 

These phrases create a sense of closeness. English speakers frequently use first names, contractions, and 

humor to reinforce positive politeness. 

2. Positive Politeness in Uzbek 

Uzbek culture places strong emphasis on collectivism and respect for elders. Positive politeness is often 

expressed through formal greetings, honorifics, and indirect compliments. Uzbek people frequently use 

kinship terms (aka, opa, uka, singil) to address others politely, even if they are not family members. 

Examples: 

 “Sizning maslahatlaringiz juda foydali.” (Your advice is very helpful.) 

 “Sizning fikringiz biz uchun qadrli.” (Your opinion is valuable for us.) 

 “Siz bilan ishlash juda yoqimli.” (It is a pleasure to work with you.) 

Unlike English, where informal speech is common, Uzbek positive politeness often maintains a formal 

tone, especially in professional settings. 

Negative Politeness Strategies 

Negative politeness strategies focus on avoiding imposition, showing deference, and respecting the 

listener’s autonomy. 

1. Negative Politeness in English 

English speakers use indirectness, hedging, and apologies to avoid being too direct or imposing. This is 

especially common in requests, refusals, and apologies. 

Examples: 

 “Would you mind helping me with this?” 

 “I’m sorry to interrupt, but may I ask a question?” 

 “I hate to bother you, but could I borrow your book?” 

The use of “would you mind…,” “I was wondering if…,” and “I’m afraid…” helps soften requests, 

making them sound more polite. 

2. Negative Politeness in Uzbek 

Uzbek speakers also employ indirect requests and honorifics to maintain politeness and respect. 

However, Uzbek communication tends to be even more deferential than English, especially when 

speaking to elders or superiors. 

Examples: 

 “Kechirasiz, sizni bezovta qilmayapmanmi?” (Excuse me, am I not disturbing you?) 

 “Agar iloji bo‘lsa, buni keyinroq muhokama qilsak bo‘ladimi?” (If possible, can we discuss this 

later?) 

 “Sizga noqulaylik tug‘dirmayotgan bo‘lsam, bir narsani so‘rasam maylimi?” (If I’m not causing 

inconvenience, may I ask something?) 

In Uzbek culture, apologetic language is more frequently used to soften speech, even when making 

routine requests. 
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Neutral Politeness Strategies 

Neutral politeness strategies are used in situations where neither positive nor negative politeness is 

emphasized. These strategies are common in formal speech, professional settings, and written 

communication. 

1. Neutral Politeness in English 

 “Can we discuss this later?” 

 “Let’s move on to the next topic.” 

 “It would be great if you could finish this by tomorrow.” 

2. Neutral Politeness in Uzbek 

 “Bu masalani keyin muhokama qilsak maylimi?” (Can we discuss this matter later?) 

 “Keling, boshqa mavzuga o‘tsak.” (Let’s move on to another topic.) 

 “Iloji bo‘lsa, bu vazifani ertaga tugatsangiz yaxshi bo‘lardi.” (If possible, it would be good if you 

could finish this task by tomorrow.) 

Cross-Cultural Differences and Case Studies 

1. Directness vs. Indirectness 

One of the key differences between English and Uzbek is directness. 

English speakers prefer clarity and directness, even when being polite. 

Uzbek speakers often use indirectness and additional politeness markers. 

 Example: Asking for a favor 

 English: “Can you help me with this?” (Direct but polite.) 

Uzbek: “Sizni bezovta qilmaymanmi? Agar imkoningiz bo‘lsa, bir narsa so‘rasam maylimi?” (Indirect, 

more deferential.) 

2. Honorifics and Social Hierarchy 

Uzbek culture emphasizes respect for elders and authority figures, using honorifics such as “Siz” (formal 

‘you’). In English, using “Sir” or “Ma’am” is less frequent. 

CONCLUSION 

This comparative study reveals that English and Uzbek employ different politeness strategies due to 

cultural and linguistic variations. English favors clarity and direct politeness, while Uzbek relies on 

indirectness and hierarchical respect. Understanding these differences is crucial for effective intercultural 

communication. 

Key Takeaways 

English prioritizes directness and efficiency in politeness. 

Uzbek emphasizes indirectness, respect, and formality. 

Misinterpretations may occur if these politeness norms are not understood in intercultural settings. 
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