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PART I.

PRAGMALINGUISTICS



PRAGMALINGUISTICS IN THE SYSTEM
OF LINGUISTIC SCIENCES

G.G. MATVEEVA

This chapter describes one possible approach tod#wseription of
pragmalinguistics within the system of other lirgjid sciences, two
branches of pragmalinguistics, their tasks and thraictical roles.

The object of any science is studied from threentgoof view: the
internal state of the object, its associative fbiéind its usefulness to
humans. In the history of linguistics there aree¢hmain directions in the
study of any language as an object of linguistgtsuctural, functional-
semantic and anthropocentric.

From the position of the structural direction, agaage is studied as a
structural-systematic formation. This formatiomepresented by six levels
of a language: phonetic-phonemic, morphemic-momuio&l, lexical-
semantic, syntactic and textual (but concerninditaize and quantitative
compositions of language levels there are diffepainhts of view). The
levels of a language are in hierarchical relatigpsshnd they exist according
to several criteria. For example, units of the lovexel are the building
material of the higher levels’ units: phonemes imitrmorphemes,
morphemes within lexemes and so on. Segmentatioth@funits is
possible only within one level: on the phonetic-pémic level, phonemes
are distinguished, morphemes on the morpheme-mhmgical level, and
so on. The principle of the level unit analysigp@&adigmatic. Within the
bounds of this approach such linguistic sciencgshasetics, morphology,
word formation, lexicology, syntax and others amgnfed. Here the
criterion for evaluation of language units is th@rrectness.

From the standpoint of the functional-semantic brarcombinatory
features of these units is studied, and within tlamework such analyses
as distributive, transformation and others are ez, and concordances
and materials for the corpus of linguistics arenfed. The principle
analysis here is a syntagmatic one.

The third approach is called anthropocentric, beedwere the position
of a person is in the center. Derived from the &Gregm pragmatikos
(pragmameaning “deed”), the anthropocentric approachudysng the role
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of language in human activities. Within this apmioave can identify
disciplines such as cognitive linguistics and praljnguistics, the latter
being the focus of this chapter.

The principle of the analysis is associative, thdon of evaluation
being success and effectiveness of verbal commiimmicalrhe main task
of pragmalinguistics is to answer three questions:

(1) Why do communicants begin their verbal commaitign?

(2) Why is a verbal communication of communicae@ized in this
particular way?

(3) How do communicants act in a speech commuwoicati

The first task is to disclose the purpose and natitwms of a verbal
communication, because without these communicamtsod begin, either
oral or written, direct or indirect. By the way istvery interesting that the
goals and motives here are not linguistic categerithey are examined as
a psychological sciences.

The second task is to explain the origins of themmmnicants’ speech
acts—why they have chosen these very specific aggand speech units
in these very specific conditions. These reasoss led beyond linguistics
in sociology, and relate to the origins, upbringiaducation, environment,
communication, national-cultural environment, indisal features, etc of a
person.

The third task is to identify potential opportuegtiand the realization
of the choice of speech and language units for gheduction and
exchange of texts. It is important here what uaits chosen and what the
mechanism of this choice is. Answering this questione has to use
different psychological mechanisms of the unitsbick, as well as to
integrate different pragmalinguistic categories.eTimain categories of
pragmalinguistics are: choice; communicators (amresker and an
addressee of a text); influence; and the speech act

Let us consider the category of choice. The psygioal mechanism
of linguistic units’ selection is different. It maye a deliberate, focused
and motivated choice. Here, definite language siratsemantic units are
chosen. They have a plane of content derived frioendomponents of
linguistic units, and a grammatically well-formedape of expression.
Already, any violations of the plane of expression grammatical
correctness raise the speaker’s valuation accoringarious criteria in
the listener’'s mind:
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« the criterion of education (no education/highdua@ation/technical
education, etc.)

« the criterion of social position (assistant/pesfer, etc).

The purposes of verbal communication in this case dear and
defined—as a rule, to be liked by the listenerrdose their reaction by,
for example, putting a question. One can see ie@afy clearly in, for
example, political speeches, advertisements, ichtya’ and lecturers’
speeches. In these cases, addressers usuallydraveuaicative strategies
and tactics manifested in the choice of illocutiamsl the implementation
of intentions.

This branch of pragmalinguistics is called functibitlocutionary. In
modern linguistic literature, all pragmalinguissitidies are devoted to the
study, classification and linguistic representatibilocutions.

On the other hand, the psychological mechanismhoice may be
unintentional or habitual, and also unmotivatedpansed and automatic.
Any typical actions of a person (for example, shiitig) on the light when
entering the room) gradually become automated aidtiral. Intention of
this action goes into the subconscious, and theoracbecomes
unconscious. So because of its frequency the chafiggammatical and
textual categories in speech communication beccamézmatic, habitual
and unconscious, and moreover neither the planexpfession nor the
plane of content of grammatical and textual categorin speech
communication is conscious.

In studying the verbal behavior of a speaker westatstical methods,
in particular the modified method of content anelyshere we look at the
percentage of categories which make up their porirderpretation of a
verbal portrait leads to the identification of imidiual features of the
speaker, such as if they are sure or unsure, aleesdh cooperative person
or a person with a neutral attitude to a speechtesed so on. In order to
study such unconscious behavior of a speaker aryst pragmalinguistic
experiments based on the so-called speech stratefjieplicit influence
and on their planes of actualization has been deeel. This branch is
called implicit pragmalinguistics. It is the mainientific interest of the
department of German philology of PI SFU (RostovBmm, Russia).

In conclusion, pragmalinguistics is a linguistisdpline, based on the
anthropocentric principle. It takes its place ire thystem of linguistic
disciplines and is represented by two branchesctiunal-lllocutionary
Pragmalinguistics, and Implicit Pragmalinguistiad)jose object is to study



G. G. Matveeva 5

the conditions and manifestations of verbal commation, and with the
practical role of identifying the speech portrditagerson.



LINGUISTISCHEPRAGMATIK
UND SPRACHPRODUKTION DEUTSCHER
UND RUSSISCHERPOLITIKER

G.G.MATVEEVA

Linguistische Grundlage der linguistischen Pragkndiésteht darin,
dass der Absender einer Mitteilung bestimmte Smietieiten in der
mindlichen und schriftichen Rede gebraucht. Vaerksse ist die These
in Bibel — In Bibel steht:

,Die Paulus Worte Uber Petrus sagen mehr Uber Paudls Uber
Petrus.” Es gehtdarum, dass es in Worten von Paulus auch Informatio
von ihm gibt.

Wie kann man die Information Uber einen Sprechef@#meibenden
aus seiner Rede erhalten? Das kdnnen wir durcAnidyse dieser Rede
erhalten. Welche Information kann man Uber den &mmeden/
Schreibenden aus seiner Rede erhalten?

Das sind zwei Arten der Information:

1. Information von seinen Persdnlichkeitsziigen.
2. Information von seinem Image, d.h. von seinem @melperfekt
vor den Hérenden/Sehenden auszusehen.

Diese beiden Informationsarten ermdglichen unddiestnlichkeit des
Sprechenden/Schreibenden zu bestimmen. Darin bediehpraktische
Rolle der linguistischen Pragmatik.

Wie kann man eine Rede analysieren? Man muss dayse der
Auswahl der linguistischen Einheiten durchfiihrenie DAuswahl der
linguistischen Einheiten ist der Gegenstand degmedinguistik

Die Auswahl welcher linguistischen Einheiten wirdadysiert? Hier
handelt es sich um zwei Arten der Auswahl:

1. Um einemotivierte zweckgebundene bewusste griindlich Ulgde
Auswahl bestimmter Lexemen.
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2. Um einegewohnte bewusstlosAuswahl der grammatischen und
textgemalen Kategorien.

Z.B. Wenn der Sprechende wahlt das Wort ,der Décldber einen
Hut rus. blin, aerodrom,chlampon, naschlyopka, so ist er — familiar,
spalhaft. z.B.: Wie tragst du da einen Deckel? kgstndu nicht einen
anderen Hut aufsetzen? Hier ist ein familidres Vdaggewahlt, obwohl es
ein neutrales Wort ,der Hut* mdglich ist.

Oder nehmen wir das Wort ,der Intelligenzler — stigligend (gniloy
intelligent, intelligemtrik. Z.B. Der spricht so Ilgért. Scheint wohl ein
Intelligenzler zu sein. Dieses Wort ist missbilligegebraucht.

Die grundlich Uberlegte Auswahl gebraucht man, w@im $mage zu
formieren. Man zeigt dabei seine Herzensziige, skiabe oder man
aulert sein Missfallen, seine Bosheit, seinen Zism

Also, diese Auswahl kann motiviert, zweckgebunddrgwul3t,
grundlich Uberlegt. Diese motivierte, zweckgeburejdewusste Auswahl
der linguistischen Einheiten erforscht man oft et immer. Wir nennen
diese Art der Pragmalinguistik offene, oder funkéite Pragmalinguistik.

Die grindlich Uberlegte Auswahl gebraucht man, wim $mage zu
formieren. Die gewohnte bewusstlose Auswahl der eRigtale der
entsprechenden grammatischen Kategorien wird waet;sum Information
von realem Image des Sprechenden zu erhalten. Bigsgahl betrachtet
man im Rahmen der latenten Pragmalinguistik.

Wir betrachten naher die beiden Erscheinung ampiggider Analyse
der Sprachproduktion deutscher und russischer ilolitDabei werden
wir praktische Rolle der linguistischen Pragmaenstrieren.

Fur die Analyse einer Rede im Rahmen der latentagrRalinguistik
wird die Auswahl der Redesignale (der Redezeickien)entsprechenden
grammatischen Kategorien genommen. Was versteht unéer einem
Redesignal? Darunter versteht man die Wahl des dReptanten der
entsprechenden grammatischen Kategorie. Es gibtschiedene
grammatische Kategorien. Z.B. Kategorie der Zeitisens, Imperfekt,
Futurum; Kategorie des Modus: Indikativ, Imperatgnjunktiv, Optativ,
Konditional; Kategorie der Person. Jede grammatis&lategorie hat
entsprechende Form, d.h. linguistische EinheitenRapréasentanten. Die
Auswahl solcher linguistischen Einheiten nenneneiirRedesignal.

Z.B. nehmen wir die Kategorie der Person. Welcmgudistischen
Einheiten kann man als Reprasentanten der granuhatisKategorie der
Person betrachten? Es kdnnen drei Falle sein.

Der erste Fall. Das sind die erste und die zwedtes¢h Singular +ch,
du und die verwanden Einheitenmein, dein, mir, dirusw. Aus dem
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Standpunkt der Redeakt zeugt die Auswahl dieserdReptanten davon,
dass im Redeakt nur einer der Redeteilnehmer hgetioben wird. Wir
nennen diese Erscheinung ,Personlichkeitsplan®. UBerlegenSie gut,
wemSiezutrauen...” (Schréder). Der Sprechende meint dadeiashderen
Kommunikanten der Redesituation. Oder: ,Das muss,bih ich ganz
sicher..." (Metschkov). ,Ich* ist der sprechende Koommkant. Also, der
Persdnlichkeitsplan ist immer bei der Auswahl degégignals von einem
der Kommunikanten aktualisiert.

Der zweite Fall. Das kann auch die Auswahl dereerstnd zweiten
Person Plural seinwir, ihr und deren verwandte Einheiteunser, euer,
uns, euchusw. Diese Wahl zeugt davon, dass in einem Redasikie
Kommunikanten hervorgehoben werden. Wir nennerediéahl ,Sozialer
Plan“. z.B. Wir haben jetzt einen Staat, denr selbst nicht mehr als
provisorisch ansehen und dessen ldentitat woserenNachbarn nicht
mehr bestritten wird“ (R. von Weizsacker). Dieseir,wund ,unseren*
signalisieren uns von Teilnahme an der Redeakt deiden
Kommunikanten — des Sprechenden und des Hoérenden.

Der dritte Fall ist noch eine Auswahl in der Retlesion. Das ist so
eine Erscheinung, wenn die Redeteilnehmer gar rgemannt werden.
Man nennt diese Erscheinung ,Gegenstandsplan“.,ZB. zentrales Ziel
der neunziger Jahre ist die europaische Einigukig“Kohl). Wer nimmt
an der Redesituation teil? Keiner: nicht der Speade (H. Kohl), nicht
der Horende.

Wenn wir zahlen, wie oft der Sprechende/SchreibeRddesignale
auswahlt, und diese Zahl in Prozent reprasentietann bekommen wir
die Tabelle seines Redeverhaltens.

Untersuchen wir das Redeverhalten der deutschen russischen
Politiker (s. Tab. 1 und 2).

Horizontal sind die Plane vorgestellt: Personligtaman, sozialer
Plan, Gegenstandsplan. Vertikal sehen wir Famidemen von deutscher
Politikern: Adenauer, Brandt, Herzog usw. Unterdsiturchschnittlicher
Redekennwert.

Zum Vergleich sehen wie das Redeverhalten dersetssnh Politiker
bei den o6ffentlichen Auftritten.
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Tabelle 1. Das Redeverhalten der deutschen
offentlichen Auftritten, %

Politikebei den

Politiker Persénlichkeitsplar | Sozialer (Gegenstandsplan
Plan

1 | Adenauer K. 29,8 28,2 42

2 | Brandt W. 17,4 16,1 66,5

3 | Herzog R. 27,8 21,1 51,1

4 | Kohl H. 10,6 44,1 45,3

5| RauJ. 14,4 38,1 47,5

6 | Rihe V. 0,5 26,5 73

7 | Schroder G. 20,3 24,6 55,1

8 | StrauB F.Y. 15,7 29,2 55,1

9 | R. von Weizsack 2,3 45,7 52
Durchschnittlicher 18,1 29,3 52,6
Redekennwert

Tabelle 2. Das Redeverhalten der russischen Poligk bei den

offentlichen Auftritten, %

Politiker Personlichkeitsplar| Sozialer |Gegenstandspla
Plan
1 | Zhirinovskij W. 16,2 26,4 57,4
2 | Sjuganov G. 22,6 15,6 61,8
3 | Mironow S. 17,6 20,2 63,2
Durchschnittlichel 18,8 20,7 60,8
Redekennwe

Politiker &ahnliches Redeverhalten aufweisen.

Hier sind die russischen Politiker vorgestellt. $giePolitiker sind die
Leader, filhrende Funktiondre von verschiedenenisalsn Parteien:
Zhirinowskij, Sjuganov, Mironow.
Aus den beiden Tabellen sehen wir, dass die desrrisghd russischen

Redekennwerte sehen etwa gleich aus.
Diese Ahnlichkeit zeugt von Ahnlichkeit des Beriddgvaltens der

Diercldschnittlichen

Politiker. Sie messen den Tatsachen und FaktenegBstleutung bei.

Vgl.: Gegenstandsplan bei den deutschen Politike2i6%, bei den

russischen — 60,8%. Die deutschen Politiker zeggmessene Bedeutung
den kollektiven Verhaltnissen (29,3%) bei, die m&sen Politiker

(20,7%) auch. Und sowohl die deutschen, als auehudisischen Politiker
sind gleich in der Auswahl Redesignale des Perdkditsplans. Sie

benehmen sich bescheiden und anspruchslos.
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Worin bestehen Verschiedenheiten in dem Redeverhaltier
Politiker? Sie bestehen in seinen absoluten indaliedn Redeverhalten.
Die Kennwerte aus der Tabelle 1 lassen uns (ber paisdnliche
Charakterziige der deutschen Politiker urteilen.

Das Redeverhalten der einigen einzelnen Politigeindividuell. Und
mit den durchschnittlichen Kennwerten fallt nichtsammen. So, Rihe
(0,5%) und Weizsacker (2,3%) wahlen die Redesignales
Persdnlichkeitsplans in ihren Reden am wenigsteyh. Mr Verhalten mit
durchschnittlichen Kennwerten (18,1%). Das kann geren Unsicherheit
oder Bescheidenheit deuten. Im Gegenteil zu ihnabeh Adenauer
(29,8%) und Herzog (27,8%) die hochsten Kennwediss lasst uns
schlieRen, dass sie filhrende Personlichkeiten sind.

Der Soziale Plan zeigt uns wie kollektivorientielrtKohl (44,1%) und
R. von Weizsécker (45,7%) bei den durchschnittlickennwerten 29,3%
sind. Im Gegensatz sind Brand (16,1%) und Herzo#,1(@) sehr
individualistisch.

Der Gegenstandsplan weist auf, dass der Sprecl@sideibende
keine Signale der grammatischen Kategorie der Renscseiner Rede
wahlt, sondern nur die Tatsachen darlegt. Besormafergebrauchen diese
Taktik Brandt (66,5%) und Rihe (73%) bei den ducbhétlichen
Kennwerten 52,6%. Am wenigsten fuhren Adenauer (424td Kohl
(45,3) Fakten in ihren Reden vor.

Man nennt solches Verhalten Real-Image, da es diibegewohnte
unbewul3te Auswahl der Redesignale der grammatisdfategorien
geschieht.

Wenn aber der Politiker bewul3t motiviert und zielstg die Auswabhl
der linguistischen Einheiten realisiert, dann dtreh einen besonderen
Eindruck auf den Horenden auswirken. Es kann eositipe Beziehung
zu seinen Mitarbeitern oder eine negative Beziehmmgeinen Feinden
sein. So schafft ein Politiker speziell In den Angder Hérenden sein
Image. Man nennt solch ein Image Falsch-Image.

Untersuchungen in Rahmen der linguistischen Pragnsnd von
groRer Bedeutung. Sie sind perspektiv. denn sie Riagnostik der
Personenziuge der Kommunikanten dienen- Und das migglich,
distanziert durchzufiihren. Diese Untersuchungeieben sich auf Beruf,
Alter, Gender und andere soziale Rolle und psybkiscBestehen der
Kommunikanten. Die linguistische Pragmatik hat einef3e Zukunft.
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Conclusion

The article is devoted to the practical role ofgmaliguistics: analyses
of text sender’s speech behaviour, his speechgioaind its interpretation,
just as diagnostics of political text sender’s idiial personal qualities.

Works Cited

Matveeva G.G. Skrytiye grammaticheskiye znacheniydentifikatsiya
sotsialnogo litsa (“portreta”) govoryashchego. Aefo... dokt. philol.
nauk. — Sankt-Peterburg; Sankt-Peterburgskiy usitegtr 1993.

—. Diagnostirovaniye lichnostnikh svoistv avtora pgo rechevomu
povedeniyu. — Rostov-na-Donu: Donskoy yuridicheskstitut, 1999.

—. Funktsionalnaya i skrytaya pragmalingvistika FUnktsionalno-
sisatemniy podhod k issledovaniyu yazykovykh edinfaznykh
urovney. — Rostov-na-Donu:  Rostovskiy  gossudarstyen
pedagogicheskiy universitet, 2004. — S. 85 - 87.

Matveeva G.G., Ssamarina |.W., Sseliverstova L.Ma Dapravleniya v
sovremennoy pragmalingvistike // Vestnik Sankt-Rrtgskogo
universiteta. Ser. 12, 2009, Vyp. 1. Tsch. 11. 505 57.

Ssamarina 1.V. Kommunikativniye strategii “sozdanigruga Chuzhih” i
“sozdaniye kruga svoyikh” v polititcheskoy kommuaigii
(pragmalinguisticheskiy aspect). Autoref... kand eghilnauk. —
Rostov-na-Donu, 2006.

Ssamarina V., Sseliverstova L.N. Imidzh politisskogo lidera:
soderzhaniye i granitsy // Problemy regionalnogorauleniya,
ekonomiki, innovatsionnyh protsessov v obrazovaniiTaganrog:
Taganrogskiy institut upravleniya i ekonomiki, 2089S. 149 - 154.

Sseliverstova L.N. Reachevoye povedeniye politiskika deyateley
Germanii XX veka (na materiyale ikh publichnykh tydeniy i
memuarov). Diss ... kand. philol. nauk. — Pyatigo230Q4.

—. Rechevoye povedenye russkikh politikov po skyytstrategii
"uschastiye / neuchastiye” (na materiale predvybldn i
postvybornykh tekstov kandidatov v Gosdumu 2007)
Pragmalingvistika i praktika rechevogo obscheniya”.Rostov-na-
Donu: Pedagogicheskiy institute, Yuzhniy federalmiyversitet, 2009.

1



REQUIREMENTS FOR THHELINGUISTIC
ANALYSIS OF INDIVIDUAL PERSONAL
QUALITIES IN IMPLICIT PRAGMALINGUISTICS

l. A. ZYUBINA

The theory and methodology of pragmalinguistic wsialwere created by
Galina G. Matveeva. The working hypothesis is tiéoWing: if in a text
there are emotion-oriented and connotative-orierdpdech signals of
speech behavior of an author it is possible to tagke of them, then
identify, single out, count and to present in tablhat is considered to be
a pragmalinguistic speech portrait of an authoseader of information).
A speech portrait has the power of making a diaigndise interpretation
of speech portrait’s elements provide an opponuwitcorrelate them with
individual features of an author (Matveeva 1999, 54

Within the bounds of Implicit pragmalinguistitteere are such methods
of investigation as:

e Synchronous personal (the study of the texts dédiht genres
created by one author in one period of time)

» Diachronic personal (the study of the texts of eaa#or, of one
genre, but created in different age periods)

* Synchronous interpersonal (the study of the tektsne speech
genre created by different authors in one period tiofe)
(Matveeva 2001, 51-52).

These kinds of speech behavior are called “impbtiategies of the
addresser’s speech influence on the addresseeseTsteategies can be
divided into two groups: emotion-oriented and cdatige-oriented
(Matveeva 1993, 96—-262).

Emotion-oriented strategies, as well as the emdtiaetion of speech,
are focused on the addresser of the text, who ssesetheir subjective,
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psychological attitude in what they are saying. Emeotive function is
associated with the subjective world of the addressith the expression
of their feelings, their attitude to what is saithe reflection of the
speaker’s self-esteem, and his need to be heardratatstood (Kunitsyna
2002, 61). There are certain kinds of emotion-aedrstrategies:

» Participation/non-participation of members of conmigation in
a speech event

»  Sure/unsure speech behavior of an author

* The author's probabilistic evaluation of a speeckern¢ as
real/unreal.

Connotative-oriented strategies reflect such a @pdsehavior of an
author that is directed to the receiver of the iimfation. The title of this
strategy contains a reference to another functfospeech—connotative
(regulatory or directive). The connotative functi@flects certain needs of
a person. For example, to achieve a goal or taenfte other people
(Kunitsyna 2002, 61). Here is a list of connotatbréented strategies:

» The sender’s formation of addressee’s attitude $peech event
by evaluation

» The author’s accentuating of the elements of seraice

» Satisfaction or dissatisfaction of addressee’spedig expectations
by an addresser (Matveeva 1998, 44—45).

In this article we will show the mechanism of theagmalinguistic
experiment in accordance with only two emotion-otéel strategies—
participation or nonparticipation of members of coumication in a
speech event, and sure or unsure speech behawdorafthor. In our case
the examples of markers are taken from the spedahé®e prosecution.

The investigation is carried out according to thiéofving plan:

(1) Preparing the list of speech signals of semsdgreech behavior in
the Russian language and in the English language.

(2) Selection of texts-speeches for the prosecution
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(3) Preparing the texts for analysis (dividing thiemo minor syntactic
groups—MSG).

(4) Preparing table matrixes filling them with msudenoting the
presence of a definite speech signal.

(5) Making the analysis: looking for the speechnaig in the text and
marking them in the table.

(6) Counting the frequency of the planes’ actudsiimg making and
interpretation the senders’ speech portraits, ntakirdiagnosis of
their individual features.

Let us study in detail the first mentioned pointdéfinite number of
speech signals (markers) corresponds to each itngieechstrategy, and
now follows examples of these speech signals okensr

The Implicit Speech Strategy—Participation /
Nonparticipation of Members of Communication
in a Speech Event

This strategy is actualized in one of the threzesp planes:

- personal participation
- social participation
- object’s participation.

The plane of personal participationimplies participation in a speech
event of only a sender of communication or onlyaigiressee, so | would
like to underline that it must be only one persohis plane requires the
following speech signals: exclusive personal prosoiexamples 1 and 2),
indirect forms of exclusive personal pronouns aespective possessive
pronouns (examples 3 and 4), nouns in a functioexafusive personal
pronouns (examples 5 and 6), addresses (exampled 8):

(1) 51 Mory caenaTh 3TO JHIIL B caMoM OersioM ouepke ... [I can do
it only as a sketch ...] (Muraviov MSG, 12)

(2) ... asl said before ... (Reid, MSG 92)
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(3) ... 9TO MO€ 0OBUHEHHE HECKOIBKO PA3HHUTCS OT TOrO CO3HAHHUS ...

[... Thatmy accusation somewhat differs from that consciousness
...] (Kessel MSG, 28)

(4) If this has ever happenedytou ... (Whylie MSG, 151)

(5) Ilepen rocyaapcTBeHHBIM 00BMHEHHEM CTOUT CIIOXKHAS 3a/1a4a. ..
[Beforethe state prosecutiorthere is a difficult task ... ] (Agapov
MSG, 4)

(6) ... thatthe jury are in the best position. (Andrade MSG, 9)

(7) YBaxaemble npucsikubie 3acexatemn! (Dear jurors!) (Melnikov
MSG, 1)

(8) Ladies and gentlemen{Kingston MSG, 1)

In all listed examples (1-8), the authors actuapagticipation in a
speech event either as a sender or an addresssmafiunication. The
markers of the plane of personal participationase the forms of a verb
in the passive voice with local and temporal deteations of the type
“here” and “now”; moreover in an MSG, a particip&@not expressed but
one of the participants of a definite speech eigimnplied, so it is clear
who this person is:

(9) HdeiicTBus MOOCYIUMBIX IO JAHHOMY DITU301Y
KBaJgupuoupywTes mo cr. 158u.3 . «o» YK PO. [The actions of
the defendants in this episodee classifiedunder Art. 158, Part 3,
subsection b of the Criminal Code of the RussiadeFation]
(Agapov MSG, 22)

(10) All the circumstanceare shownin this speech
(Kingston MSG, 310).
Imperative exclusive forms of verbs are also thekers of the
plane of personal participation:

(11) 3adynbTe x0Ts ObI HA HEKOTOPOE BPEMs O CBOMX MpodiIeMax
3aborax ... [At least for some timéorget about your problems and
concerns ...] (Trukhanov MSG, 6)

(12) Think of that with care ... (Dennis MSG, 43).
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Here a prosecutor directly addresses a trial by, jactualizing the
plane of personal participation of the implicit spk strategy of
participation/nonparticipation of members of comiication in a speech
event.

Verbal lexemes such as “seem,” “look,” and “appezamresponding to
one of the participants of a real speech eventnipies 13-14) and
parenthetical words, especially modal words andesaniverbs denoting
attitude (examples 15-16) are markers of the plafie personal
participation:

(13) ManHoe 00BsICHEHHE MPeACTABISIETCA HANOOIIEE
obocHoBanHbIM. [This explanatiorseemsthe most reasonable one]
(Melnikov MSG, 202)

(14) Heappearsto be an honest person (Kingston MSG, 22)
(15)K cuacrso ... [Fortunately ...] (Plevako MSG, 519)
(16) Experience hasmdoubtedly shown ... (Smith MSG, 115).

In all these examples, there is a personal attinfdine author to the
speech event. Moreover, the meaning of a higheregegf probability
may be also expressed with the help of such cortibitaas to be sure/to
be certain + infinitive, and the meaning of supposiwith the help of the
word combinatiorto be likely + infinitive:

(17) And new trialsare certain to be ordered (Kingston MSG, 399)

(18) Any differencds likely to be of significance ... (Templeman
MSG, 168).

The sender implicitly shows his own participationthe process of
uttering.

The markers ofthe plane of social participation are inclusive
personal pronouns (examples 19-20) and nouns umcién of inclusive
personal pronouns (examples 21-22):

(19) ... mpoiiti BMecTe ¢ Bamu yepe3 1aOUPUHT COMHEHHUH U
HEyBEepeHHOCTH... [... t0 go alongwith you through the maze of
doubt and uncertainty ...] (Trukhanov MSG, 46)

(20) We must know ... (Kingston MSG, 365)



I. A. Zyubina 17

(21) ITposaerapckomy Cyay HAKOTA 32 BCE CEMb C MTOJIOBHHOM JIET
PEBOJIIOIIMN HE NPUXOAUIIOCH YHWHUTHL CyJda HaJd YCJIOBCKOM ...
[During all these seven and a half years of theolidion the
Proletarian Court had never to put on trial a man ... ] (Kon MSG,
6)

(22) Everhonest witnessesan give inaccurate evidence ... (Dennis
MSG, 52).

About this type of participation in which botlsander and an addressee
take part we can also judge according to the falgwnarkers: a form of
a verb in the third person plural with a latenttjpgzant (examples 23-24),
an infinitive (examples 25-26), indefinite and n@ga pronouns
(examples 27-28), lexemes with a seme of anthrapawiythe kind such
as ‘“nation,” “mankind,” “people” and others (exampl 29-30),
impersonal sentences (examples 31-32):

(23) HokazarenbcTBa HO3BOJSIIOT BOCIIPOU3BECTH HCTUHHYIO
kaptuHy mnpoucienmero [The proof makes it possible to
reproduce the true picture of what happened] (8alnMSG, 225);

(24) MoryT BO3HHKHYTH JjBa 000CHOBaHHBIX BOIpoca ... [TwO
legitimate questionmay arise...] (Melnikov MSG, 80)

(25) Hactynuiio BpeMsi OABECTH UTOTH, MPABHIBHO OLEHHTH
JI0Ka3aTeabCTBA U ¢AesIaTh BbiBOLI [It iS timeto sum up, to assess
the evidence in a proper way attddraw conclusions] (Fiodorov
MSG, 3-5)

(26) This is a questioto be consideredn the round ... (Templeman
MSG, 16)

(27) Do scuo awbdomy [It is clear toany person] (Trukhanov MSG,
474)

(28) No oneknows (Reid MSG, 121)
(29) E1uie Ha 3ape UMBUIIM3ALUH YeJIOBEYEeCTBO BEIPabOTAIIO
3anoBesb... [Even at the dawn of civilizatiothe mankind had a

Commandment ...] (Abramov MSG, 2)

(30) English peoplehave no doubt ... (Kingston MSG, 113)
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(31) Kak BuaHo ... [It can be seen..] (Abramov MSG, 248)
(32) Nowit is clear ... (Whylie MSG, 158).

On the plane of social participation we refer jgagsive form of a verb
with a latent participant. In such a case, thisfaparticipant can be both a
sender and an addressee but with a condition hiigtptarticipant is not
clear from the context, but we can guess the defiparticipant on the
assumption of the situation (Matveeva 1993, 155%186re often, it is a
passive form of a verb with a modal verb:

(33) B cyneOHOM 3aceqaHuy HCCAEA0BATUCH TAKKE IPOTOKOJIBI
ocMoTpa Hoka W Tomopa ... [At the court session the reports of
inspection of the knife and the hatcheére also examined ...]
(Kozyr MSG, 72)

(34) The material facts of this casegn beshortlysummarizedas
follows (Reid MSG, 1).

Imperative inclusive forms of a verb (examples 33-&nd adjectives
with the suffixes-ableand—ible (example 37) are also signals of the plane
of social participation:

(35) daBaiiTe emie pa3 BMeCTe NPOAHAJM3MPYEM JI0KA3aTEILCTBA
no maHHomy zeny [Let's analyze the evidence of the case once
again.] (Kozyr MSG, 47)

(36) ...seethe report of the decision of the Court of Appeal i
1978 ... (Whylie MSG, 189)

(37) The visual identification ignreliable (Smith MSG, 277).

The list of the markers dhe plane of object’s participationincludes
the rest of the markers which are not used for e of personal
participation and the plane of social participatior example, here one
can see speech signals referring to a doer thattis participant of this
speech event, neither a sender nor an addressaenf{les 38-39), a
passive form which indicates a person or an obf@ctye can guess what
they are, but they do not take part in a speechtdezamples 40-41):

(38) ITa coumaabHasi rpynna oTKuIA CBOM Bek ... [This social
group outlived its time ...] (Krylenko MSG, 766)
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(39) Patricia Elvin heard an explosion ... (Dennis, MSG 5);

(40) I'paknanny byakos 3aaepskaH 3a 0c000 TSHKKOE IPECTYIUIEHHE. ..
[Budkov is arrestedfor a very serious crime ...] (Trukhanov MSG,
14)

(41) On the July 2, 1981 the appellaréts arrestedfor murder
(Dennis MSG, 20).

Neither sender nor addressee’s participations eteakized in these
speech events. The authors draw our attentioretohfective character of
the processes in these speech events, and onel statige that it happens
without any participation of senders and addressees

We examined the speech signals actualizing in &cpact of an
English-speaking and a Russian-speaking proseduotdhe planes of
personal, social and object’s participations of ithplicit speech strategy
participation/nonparticipation of members of comigation in a speech
event. Now let us study speech signals of the imeglicit speech strategy,
sure/unsure speech behavior of an author.

The Implicit Speech Strategy Sure/Unsure Speech
Behavior of an Author

This strategy is actualized with the help of tweegh planes: the first is a
certain statement and the second an uncertainrstateby an author. For
the actualization of aertain statementin the Russian language one can
distinguish the following speech signals: the camabibn of definite
verbal categories—the present tense, active vaioperfective aspect
(example 42); omitted form of the verb “to be” (exale 43); indication of
the doer in the passive voice (example 44); thebioation in a verb of
the categories of the future tense and perfectaect (example 45);
inclusion the meaning of “demand,” “persistencefida“insistence”
(example 46); a decisive and repeated negationmebea 47); semes
indicating the superlative degree or testifyingatécrying peculiarity” of
something (example 48); indicators of great amoumégrity, adherence
to one's principles, globalization and profoundnggxample 49);
analytical and semantic intensifiers (example $8fommendations and
appeals (example 51); addresses (example 52):
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(42) Y6uiicTBO HEe TONBKO 0GPBIBAET JKH3Hb, HO U IPUHOCHT
rIyOOKyr0 CKOpOb IUIsl pOAHBIX M Oau3kux morubmero [A murder
does notonly take someone’s life, but it alsbrings deep sorrow
for the nearest and dearest of the murdered pér§ahramov
MSG, 8-9)

(43) ®opma sTa—TEppOp, NyTH—IIOIUTHUECKUE YOHICTBA, a
CpCACTBO—ANHAMUT U I€jIasg CHUCTEMa B3PBIBOB W B3PbIBUYATHIX
npucnocobnenuit [This form—terror, the methods—political
assassinations, and the means—dynamite and the wiislem of
explosions and explosive devices.] (Muraviov MSG54137)

(44) ... B KOTOPBIX OHU OOBHHSIIOTCS CJIEACTBHEM ... [... in which
they are accused by the judicial investigation...] (Romanov
MSG, 5)

(45) Ipu Ha3HAYEHUH HAKA3aHUS MIPEACENATENBCTBYIONIMI B TF000M
ciiydae y4TeT WX HECOBEPIIECHHOJETHUM BO3PACT KaK CMsTdaroliee
obcrosrenscTBo [IN any case the judge giving the sentemdk
take into accountthat they are infants and it will be a mitigating
circumstance.] (Salnikov MSG, 359)

(46) 4 na aTom HactauBamw ... [l insiston it ...] (Pokrovskiy MSG,
279)

(47) DTOT MHTEIMTEHT He BEPUII B PEBOIIIOIMIO, HE BEPUII IIAPTHH, He
Bepus B Hamy Biacte [This intellectual didnot believe in the
revolution, didnot believe the party, didot believe in our power.]
(Kondrushkin MSG, 156-158);

(48) KonkperHeluii 13 KOHKPETHEHIIMX BOIIPOCOB O «MYIKUKE» H
ObLT UMEHHO Bompoc o ToM ... [The most specific of the most
specific issues about a “peasant” was the very questiontabd
(Vyshinskiy MSG, 552)

(49) Hacrosumii mpoiece 1an orpoMHbIii Matepual ... [This process
gave agreat material ...] (Lunacharskiy MSG, 1)

(50) Cosepmienno ouesnro ... [Absolutely clearly ...] (Pokrovskiy
MSG, 22);
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(51) ... Bcex 0OBHHSIEMBIX TI0 3TOMY ey paccrpensts! [... shootall
the accused!] (Pokrovskiy MSG, 95)

(52) MusiocruBbie rocyaapu ... [Dear Sirs... | (Muraviov MSG,
194).

In the English language, @ertain statementis actualized with the
help of the present simple tense (example ®®) future simple tense
(example 54), infinitive (+ present/future) (exaemI55-56), participle |
(+ present/future) (example 57), participle Il (regent/future) (examples
58-59), present passive (example 60), modal verlst(example 61)to
have to(example 62)to be to(example 63)should/oughto (examples
64—65), imperative (example 66), a parenthetical rdwalenoting
confidence (examples 67-68), not using the sequehtenses (examples
69-70), the emphatito (examples 71-72):

(53) Their Lordshipslo not agreewith this appreciation of the law
(Tepleman MSG, 1)

(54) Their Lordshipsvill first give their reasons for their decision
... (Smith MSG, 3);

(55) Thisis a questiorjto be consideredn the roundl ...
(Tepleman MSG, 17)

(56) Theywill say[to keepyour mouth (Kingston MSG, 55)
(57) Signing it | hewill confirm its accuracy (Kingston MSG, 199)

(58) The situatiotficreated by the delayis such ... (Tepleman MSG
14)

(59) A conviction[basedon uncorroborated identification evidehce
will be sustainedn the absence of such a warning (Kingston MSG,
14)

(60) Nothingis gainedby the introduction of shifting burdens of proof
... (Tepleman MSG, 18)

(61) The convictioimust be quashed (Dennis MSG, 58)
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(62) The juryhave toconsider ... (Kingston MSG, 18)
(63) Theyare to explain the reasons ... (Kingston MSG, 91)

(64) The proceeding should be dismissed on themgi®u.. (Tepleman
MSG, 138)

(65) His appeabught to be dismissed (Smith, MSG, 315)

(66) ... seethe report of the decision of the Court of Appieal978
(Whylie MSG, 189)

(67) Undoubtedly ... (Smith MSG, 115)

(68) ...of course... (Andrade MSG, 65)

(69) Hewas correct... in saying ... thathere isno material
distinction between the ones on a defendant ... (EMBG, 146—

148)

(70) Hestressedon more than one occasion ... that mistadees
made in the identification of witnesses (Smith MSG, 2967)

(71) This observatiodoesseem at variance with the judgment of the
Court of Appeal (Andrade MSG, 13)

(72) ... that a casdéoescome to trial at a proper speed (Tepleman
MSG, 123).

We can see thencertain statementin the Russian language in the

following signals: the combination of verbal catege—the past tense,
active voice and imperfective aspect (example €8mbinations with
determinants of “doubt” (example 74), referencaplanations, quotations
(example 75), interrogative sentences (exampletfé)subordinate clause
of condition (example 77), conditional mood (exaenp8):

(73) Ha ouHoii cTaBKe MOICYAUMBIN AaBaJ PU3HATEIbHbIC
nokasanus. [At the confrontation the defendamtas making a
confession.] (Makhno MSG, 29);

(74) MHe nouyemy-To He nymaercs ... [FOr some reasori do not think
...] (Koni MSG, 868)



