
 

 II INTERNATIONAL MULTIDISCIPLINARY CONFERENCE OF  
MODERN SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH 

web: http://ijournal.uz/   
	

 

 
	

102 
	
	

 
THE LINGUOCULTUROLOGIC FEATURES OF ZOOMORPHIC 

PEJORATIVES IN ENGLISH LANGUAGE 

 

Latipjonova Malikakhon Odiljon qizi 

Andijan Institute of Economics and Construction 

E-mail: akilam96@mail.ru 

 

Abstract: Zoomorphic insults, also referred to as animal-based insults or 

animal comparisons, are insults that involve comparing someone to an animal. 

These insults use the characteristics, behaviors, or traits associated with a 

particular animal to demean or belittle the person being insulted. For example, 

calling someone a "snake" implies deception or treacherous behavior, while 

calling someone a "pig" suggests greed or gluttony. Zoomorphic insults can be 

found in various languages and cultures, reflecting the cultural understanding 

and perceptions of different animals. They are often used metaphorically to 

criticize or mock someone's behavior, appearance, or personality. However, it is 

essential to remember that using such insults can be hurtful and disrespectful, so 

it is generally considered best to avoid them in polite and respectful 

communication. 

 

Zoomorphic insults refer to insults or derogatory terms that compare 

someone to an animal. These insults often attribute negative qualities or 

characteristics of a particular animal to demean or belittle a person. It's 

important to acknowledge that cultural contexts shape the meaning and impact 

of zoomorphic insults, and they can vary across different societies. Here are a 

few examples from different cultures: 
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1. English: In English, zoomorphic insults are commonly used. For 

instance, terms like "Pig," "Snake," or "Rat" are used metaphorically to insult 

someone's behavior or character. These insults associate negative traits like 

greed, deceitfulness, or uncleanliness with the respective animals. 

2. Chinese: In Chinese culture, referring to someone as a "dog" (gǒu) is 

a common insult. Calling someone a "dog" implies they are disloyal, unfaithful, 

or unworthy—attributes sometimes associated with dogs in this cultural 

context. 

 

3. Spanish: In Spanish, the phrase "eres un burro" (you are a donkey) is 

used as an insult to denote someone's stupidity or lack of intelligence. 

Comparing a person to a donkey suggests they are foolish or ignorant. 

4. Indian Subcontinent: In some cultures of the Indian subcontinent, a 

zoomorphic insult involves comparing someone to a monkey. The term 

"Bandar" or "Langur" (monkey) is used to mock or ridicule someone for their 

mischievous or foolish behavior. 

These examples provide a glimpse into how zoomorphic insults can vary 

across different cultures. It is important to note that the use of insults can 

perpetuate stereotypes or be offensive, and it's always crucial to consider 

cultural sensitivity when engaging in discussions or interactions that involve 

insults or derogatory terms. 

"Zoomorphic pejoratives" refer to derogatory terms or insults that 

involve comparisons with animals, often attributing negative characteristics to 

individuals. While they can vary across cultures and languages, here are a few 

examples of zoomorphic pejoratives in the English language: 

1. "Pig": This term is often used to insult someone by implying that they 
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are greedy, dirty, or gluttonous. The word "Pig" can be used as an insult in 

certain contexts. Historically, it has been used to derogatorily refer to people in 

various ways. The derogatory usage of "Pig" often associates negative traits 

such as greed, filthiness, or gluttony with the person being referred to. It can be 

seen as a way to demean or belittle someone.  However, it is critical to note that 

using "pig" as an insult can perpetuate stereotypes and may be offensive to 

some individuals or communities. Language evolves, and the perception of 

words can change over time. What may have been considered a harmless insult 

in the past may now be recognized as disrespectful or insensitive. As with any 

insulting or derogatory term, it is essential to be mindful of the impact our 

words may have on others and to foster respectful and inclusive 

communication. 

2. "Snake": Calling someone a "Snake" suggests that they are 

untrustworthy, deceitful, or treacherous.  The word "Snake" can be used as an 

insult in certain contexts as well. When calling someone a "Snake," it typically 

implies negative traits such as deceitfulness, betrayal, or treachery. It is often 

used to describe someone who is untrustworthy or manipulative. Like with any 

insult, it is important to consider the impact and intentions behind using such 

language. While it may be used to express frustration or disapproval toward 

someone's behavior, it is essential to remain respectful and not make harmful 

assumptions about individuals based solely on an insult. It is worth mentioning 

that derogatory terms can reinforce stereotypes or perpetuate negative attitudes. 

It is always better to engage in constructive dialogue and address specific 

concerns or behaviors directly, if possible, rather than resorting to insults or 

name-calling. 

3. "Dog": Using "dog" as an insult implies that someone is unattractive, 
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unworthy, or behaves poorly. The use of "Dog" as an insult can vary depending 

on the context and cultural norms. In some cases, "dog" may be used 

metaphorically to insult someone, implying negative qualities such as 

disloyalty, untrustworthiness, or low social status. 

However, it is important to note that using animal names as insults can 

be dehumanizing and disrespectful. Comparing someone to an animal in a 

derogatory manner can perpetuate harmful stereotypes and degrade their 

dignity. 

Since language plays a crucial role in shaping how we view others, it is 

essential to consider the impact of our words and strive for respectful and 

inclusive communication. It is advisable to choose words that do not demean 

or belittle others, promoting empathy and understanding instead. 

4. "Donkey": Calling someone a "donkey" can imply that they are 

foolish, stubborn, or unintelligent. The word "Donkey" can be used as a 

pejorative or insult in certain contexts. Similar to other animal-related insults, 

it is often employed to denote someone's stupidity, stubbornness, or 

incompetence. Using "Donkey" as an insult can be seen as a way to belittle or 

demean someone by associating them with negative connotations attributed to 

the animal. 

However, it is important to recognize that using animal-based insults to 

demean individuals can perpetuate harmful stereotypes and may be offensive 

or hurtful to some people, especially if it targets their intelligence or abilities. 

In order to promote inclusive and respectful communication, it's generally 

recommended to avoid using such insults and instead focus on constructive 

dialogue and understanding. 

5. "Rat": Describing someone as a "rat" suggests that they are sneaky, 
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traitorous, or untrustworthy. The term "Rat" can also be used as a pejorative 

insult in certain contexts. It is often employed to criticize or belittle someone 

and can suggest negative qualities such as betrayal, cowardice, or sneakiness. 

Calling someone a "Rat" can imply that they are untrustworthy or disloyal. 

However, it is important to note that using "Rat" as an insult perpetuates 

negative stereotypes and can be offensive to some individuals. Like with any 

derogatory language, it is crucial to consider the impact of our words and to 

engage in respectful communication. 

It is worth mentioning that language is complex, and the interpretation 

and cultural connotations of words may vary. Additionally, the use and 

meaning of insults can change over time and across different contexts. As 

responsible users of language, it is essential to be conscious of the potential 

harm our words can cause and strive to promote understanding and empathy 

instead. It is important to note that using such pejoratives can be disrespectful 

and hurtful. It is generally best to promote respectful communication and 

refrain from using offensive language towards others. 

6. The use of the word "Monkey" as an insult is deeply problematic and 

offensive. Historically, it has been used as a racial slur to dehumanize and 

demean people of African descent, perpetuating harmful stereotypes. Using 

"Monkey" as an insult towards someone can be highly insensitive, disrespectful, 

and racist. It is crucial to recognize that such language contributes to systemic 

discrimination and marginalization.In recent years, there have been increased 

efforts to raise awareness about the harmful effects of racial slurs and foster 

inclusive language. It is important to promote understanding, empathy, and 

respect in our communication to create a more inclusive and equitable society. 

Therefore, it is advised to avoid using "Monkey" or any other racially derogatory 
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language. 
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