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Tina Macharadze

The Notion of “Indirect Speech Acts” in Modern Linguistics and Its Relation to

the Functional — Semantic Field of Interrogation in English

Summary

The aim of the present paper is to review the notion of "Indirect Speech Acts” in modern
linguistics and study its relation to the functional-semantic field of interrogation. In indirect
speech acts the speaker’s utterance meaning and the sentence meaning come apart in a
various ways.

One of the most common categories of performing indirect speech acts is interrogation
which we analyze through the anthropocentric-communicative paradigm of linguistic
thought. It enables us to consider this universal phenomenon via intersubjectivity as an
interaction of the speaker with the listener, aiming to gain some information from the latter.
Such methodological approach to the problem under study made it possible to analyze
interrogative constructions in the socio-cultural context of communication and reveal those
additional meanings that are acquired by these verbal units under the influence of such
pragmatic factors as the speaker’s illocution. i.e. communicative intention and his/her
strategy in making a request.

The analysis of the empirical data showed that a large number of English interrogative
constructions are characterized with asymmetry between their form and content, i.e.
between their interrogative structure and non-interrogative semantics. It is due to this
asymmetry that English interrogative constructions acquire additional pragmatic meanings in
real communication realized via indirect speech acts.

We have revealed a set of pragmatic meanings of interrogative structures which can be
presented as a system with the help of the functional-semantic field, built by the principle of
hierarchy with its centre and peripheries. We assume that the nucleus of this field is
represented by the four-member oppositional paradigm of interrogative constructions
comprising general (YES/NO questions), special (Wh-questions), alternative and tag
questions of the English language. The next layer of the field is represented by such
additional pragmatic meanings of interrogative constructions as request, offer, order.
surprise, permission and verification of some information, while the meanings expressing

emotional and phatic attitude of the speaker are located on the peripheries of the field.



