OT PEAAKIIM

TepMuH «IIparMaIMHTBUCTIKA»! VICIIOIB3YeTCS [JOCTaTOUYHO IIMPOKO U
VIMeeT y>ke CpaBHUTEIIHHO JaBHIOIO TPaJVIIMIO, OIHAKO ero IIOHVMaHIe Bce
eIrje OCTaeTCsl JOCTaTOYHO Pa3HOPOmHBIM. Ecin OCHOBBIBATHCS Ha IAaHHBIX
Oxcdoprckoro cnosapsi, oH BHepsble nosiBwics B (Althaus, Henne, 1971),
I7le aBTOPBI, ICXOMs U3 Pa3INIHBIX acIIeKTOB peaIu3allui sI3bIKa IIOCPesCT-
BOM COIIVaJIbHO 3HAUMMBIX JeVICTBUN ¥ KOMMYHVKAaLUM, IIPeIoKWIN pas-
IpaHMYNUTL B JIMHTBUCTVKE TPY HOBBIX HaIlpaBJIeHMs: IICUXOJIVIHIBUCTHKY,
COLVIOJIVHTBUICTMKY ¥ IIParMaITHIBVICTUKY. ABTOPBI MICXOMMIIN M3 XOMCKV-
aHCKOTO pasTpaHNYeHVsI KOMITETEHIIM 1 ITepdopMaliuy, HO IapamoKcaslb-
HBIM 00pa3oM HMKaK He YIIOMVHaIV VICC/IeAOBaHMs, y’Ke MHTEeHCUBHO pas-
BVBABIIECS B CBETE TEOPWVI PeueBBbIX aKTOB U MMIUIMKATY P, IpUdeM Hdaxe
camy craTbio Yapibsza Moppuca.

Kak sTo wacto OplBaeT, HasjibHeViIllee pasBUTHeE MParMaIHIBVUCTVKI
LIUIO B HaIlpaBJIeHU!, pPaIVKaJIbHO OT/IMYaBIIeMCsl OT TOro, KOTopoe Ipe-
IIoyIaram co3faTtes TepmuHa. Kak m3BecTHO, B CeMMOTHKe ITOHSITIE IIpar-
MaTMKM pa3BMBaeTCs IIOCIIe BBIIEIEHNS ee B OCOOBIV acIleKT ceMMo3uca Vi,
COOTBETCTBEHHO, OTAEIIbHYIO BeTBb CEMMOTMYECKMX McciIemoBaHmi. YTo Ka-
caeTcsl JIVIHTBUCTUKIY, TO ee COCPeJOTOUYeHHOCTh Ha M3yUeHUM sI3bIKa KakK
CYICTEMBI IIpeATioarajia, 4To ee 0OBeKT — 3TO CMHTAKTMKa, B3aVIMOOTHOIIIe-
HWS 3HAKOB BHYTPM CHCTEMEI, a He B3aVMOIIEVICTBIE CyOBeKTa 11 3HaKOBO
cHCcTeMBbl MeXIy cobort. B dpmtocodmm si3pika OrpoMHBIV IOTEHIVA IIpar-
MaTMKM ObUT pacKpsIT B paboTax JIronBura BurreHtmTersa nociremHero Ire-
pvona. XOoTs OH U He YIIOTpeOJIsI TepMIHA «IIparMaTuKa» B MOPPUCOBCKOM
CMBICTIE, eTO MOAXOH K 3HaUeHMIO KaK YIIOTpeOJIeHNMIO IOCITYKII OCHOBOVA
IUIS pa3BUTVIL TEOPUM PeUeBBIX aKToOB 1 epdopmaTnBoB. Ho 1 B 3TOM Ciy-
yae posib JIMHTBUCTVKM OCTaBajlaCh HesCHOV: TPaJVIIVOHHBIV ITOAXOH K
A3BIKYy KaK CHCTeMe IUIOXO COIVIACOBBLIBAJICS C OIMCaHMeM ero Kak MHCTPY-
MeHTa J1J1s1 VICTIOJTHeHNsl BHEJIMHIBUCTIUECKMX — COUMAIbHBIX — (PyHKIIVTL

BMmecre ¢ TeM pa3BuBaeMble B pyciie pIOCOPUI SA3bIKA U JIOTMYECKOTO
aHaJIM3a fA3bIKa TeopuM (peueBBIX aKTOB, IepdOpMaTMBOB, VMIUIVKATYP,
IIparMaT4ecKUX IIPecyImIo3VIINYI) HaCTOSTeIbHO TpeboBaym aHaIm3a
JIMHTBVUCTIYECKIX (POPM VX OCYIIecTBIIeHNs. BaskHOV Bexort OBUIO IIperIo-
xeHHoe B (Leech, 1983) pasrpaHndeHme MeXIy IIparMaJIMHIBUCTVIKOV VI CO-
nuonparmaTukont Ilpenrosaraiocs, 9To IparMajIHIBUCTUKA OPUEHTUPO-
BaHa Ha IpaMMaTVKy ¥ M3y4daeT pecypchkl, KOTOpble JaHHBIV S3BIK ITpero-
CTaBJIAET WIS Ilepeadn IparMaTdeckKoro 3HaUeHNs, B TO BpeMs KaK COIIV-
oIparMaTiKa OPVMEHTMpOBAaHa Ha COILVOJIOTMIO VI CBA3BIBAeT IIparMaride-
CKO€ 3HaueHMe C COLMAIbHOVI ViepapXnert MHTEePJIOKYTOPOB, COLVAaIbHbIMM
HpaBwIaMy 1 HOpMaMMU S3BIKOBOTO COODIIecTBa, OVICKYPCUBHBIMU IIPAKTV-
KaMu ¥ popMaMu IIpreMsIeMOro pedeBoro rosefdeHmns (Marmaridou, 2011).

1 B poccurickor 1 B cileflyIoIient B ee pyciie JIMHIBUCTUKE MOXHO BCTPETUThH TaKxkKe
TepMUH «JIMHIBallparMaTiKa.
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Bripouem, 310 MeTOmOIIOTIIUEeCKO€e pasiylie IIpK BCevl ero, Kasaock Obl,
OUEeBUIIHOCTY, OKa3bIBaeTcsl BecbMa TPYHAHO cobrmocti. ITpm 3ToM BeIACHU-
JIach ¥ HEeBO3MOXXHOCTh KaKMM-IMOO o0pasoM Cy3uTh TpaHWMIIBI ITparMa-
JIVHTBUCTVIKVL: OHa aKTMBHO BOMpaeT METOIbI M Pe3yIIbTaThl, JOCTUTHYTHIE B
pUTOpUIKe, CTWINCTUKE, TeOPUM TeKcTa U AncKypca. Ocobyio BocTpeboBaH-
HOCTb IparMajJIVHIBVCTIMYECKMM VICCIIEHOBAaHVISIM IPWIAIOT VICCIeIOBAHVIA
IporeccoB (PYHKIIMOHWPOBAaHMS si3bIKa B KOMMYHMKATMBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX,
YTO MO3BOJISIET IIePeITI K PelleHNIO aKTyaIbHBIX 3aJad (MaccoBas KOMMY-
HuKaiys, public relations, Menyia, pedeBoV 3THKeT, KPUTWMYECKUI AVCKYPC U
T.10.).

Haunxas ¢ 1970-x romoB MOSIBIISIOTCS. MOHOTpadpui: 3TO He OoTepsBIIas
akryassbHOCTM (Pragmalinguistics, 1979; mepensgana B 2017) v BaxHas 11
IIOHVIMaHMSA PasBUTVS IIParMaJIMHTBUCTVKY B COLIMAIIMCTIIYECKMX CTpaHax
toro Bpemenn (Prucha, 1983). BmecTe ¢ TeM BO3HMKAIOT HOBBIe 3afaun. VM, B
YJacTHOCTY, TIOCBSIIIIeHa HeJTaBHO BEIIIIe/INasl B aBTOPUTEeTHON cepum Perspec-
tives in Pragmatics, Philosophy & Psychology B vi3maTescTBe Springer KOJUIEK-
TnBHasg MoHorpadust (New frontiers..., 2024), cBupmeTebcTByOIIas 00 akTy-
aJIBHOCTVI I MHOTOOOPa3HOCTM COBPEMEHHOV IparMaITHIBUCTUKN. TakuM
0o0pa3oM, HBIHEILIHM BBIIYCK XypHaia «CII0BO.pY: OaITMIICKMIT aKIIEHT»
IIpopospKaeT obcy KaeHvie IpobsIeM B pycile MYPOBBIX TEHAEHUIVN Pa3BUTHA
mparMaymHTBUCTHKY. OH cocpefoTodeH Ha KITIOUeBOV TOUKe ITparMasIvHT-
BUCTVKI — 3TO CUHTe3 IIparMaTidecKoro IOAXoaa K S3bIKy KakK K AesiTellb-
HOCTV W JIVHTBUCTYECKOTO WMHCTPyMEHTapVsl ONVICAHWS CHCTEMHOCTVI ee
MaHMdecTaumm. B myOnmKyeMbIX CcTaThaX yKe HeT HelTOCpelCTBEHHOTO 00-
pamennsi K dpwiocodpum s3bIKa M TEOPUI PeUeBEIX aKTOB, TO €CTh K COD-
CTBEHHO IIparMaTiKe, HO eCTb VX Pa3BUTVIe 1 HacChIIleHVie HOBBIMV MeToza-
M1, B 3TOM MBI BUIVIM CHHTe3 1By X (PyHIaMeHTaJIbHBIX IIOJIXOIIOB K SI3BIKY —
PpaccMOTpeHMsI ero Kak LieJIellojlaralolierl IesiTeJIbHOCTI VI B TO XKe BpeMs
OIIVICAaHVISA ero KaK CUICTEMBL

OnHako ecTh M ompesiesieHHOe cBoeoOpasue B IpeJjlaraeMbIX MCCIIesioBa-
HMEAX. DTV TIpobieMbl 00CY KIayvICh Ha KOH(epeHIVM «SI3bIK — AMCKypC —
KOpIIyC: B IIOVICKaX IIparMaTKV», IIpomIeninert B VIHCTUTyTe S3bIKO3HAHWSA
PAH 6—7 cerars6psa 2024 roga. YacTe mokIamoB 3ToV KOHQepeHImM Iy0-
JIMKYeTCsI B HacCTOsIIeM BbIIycke (3710 ctarbu B.3. lempsiakosa, T.E. fIHKo,
M. A. Ilaponosa, E.B. PaxwmHon 1 ee coasropos, C.M. I'tonacapsH u
IT. A. Berakosorz, [. O. [Tobposossckoro 1 AHHBL A. 3amm3HsK). [Ipexxme Bee-
ro 3TO IIpoOjieMa CyOBeKTa, IIPaKTMUeCKW He 3aTPOHYTasl B €BPOIIEVICKOV
nparMavHrBUcTKe. OHa MOXeT paccMaTpuBaThCsl KaK OCHOBHAs LIS
IparMaTidecKoro M3MepeHMs s3bIKa, KaK 3T0 ObUIo IIpemiokeHo B (Crema-
HOoB, 1981). Takoe moroIHeHVe B CBOIO OUepenb TpeOyeT HOBBIX YTOUHEHUIL
ITocientee BpeMs B CBsI3M C BO3POCIIEVT POJIBIO KOMITBIOTEPHBIX TEXHOJIOTMT
B JIVHIBVCTVIKE M B APYTMX I'yMaHUTApPHBIX HayKaxX OTMeYaeTcs IIepexofy, OT
aHTPOIIOIEHTPIYEeCKOV MapaJurMbl (TOBOPSIIVY MHAMBUL, KaK OCHOBHOV
0OBeKT M3yueHMs) K JaTaeHTpusMy (B poKyce BHMMaHMs 00paboTka 001b-
VX JaHHBIX, OTBJIEUEHHBIX OT VHAMBUIYaJIbHBIX OCOOEHHOCTEV TOBOP:-
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miero). Kak mpu sTom MenseTcs «mmpobiema cyObekra»? OmHOM 13 IIertert
CTajI0 0OCyXIeHVe COBPeMeHHOIO COCTOSHMS MCCIIeJOBAHMI T10 ITparMaTyi-
Ke BO B3aVMMOIEVICTBUIM C aKTyaJIbHBIMV W IIePCIeKTVBHBIMY OOIacTsIMu
JIVHTBUCTUKM. B CBSI3M CO cTpeMUTeNIbHO LM poBMU3aLyien SI3bIKOBBIX JaH-
HBIX ¥ paclpOCTpaHeHVeM HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTWII IIepef] JIVTHI BUCTVIKOV BO3HU-
KaroT HOBBIe 3a7ja4yl, pelleHle KOTOPBIX IIPUBOAUT K (POPMIMPOBaHMIO psaa
MEeXIVCHMIUIMHAPHBIX HallpaBIeHUI — KOPIIyCHOVI IIparMaTvKM, 3KCIle-
PVIMEHTaJIbHOW IIparMaTVKy, KOTHUTWMBHOWM IIparMaTHKV, MYJIbTVMOIaIb-
HOVI JIMHTBUCTVKY U T.JI. I10-HOBOMY OCMBICJIAIOTCS ¥ TPaIWIIVIOHHBIE BO-
IIPOCHI JIMHTBOIIparMaTVIKI: OlleHKa, MOJaJIbHOCTb, JIeVIKCYIC, IVCKY PCUBHBIE
CJIOBa, pedeBble aKThI ¥ IP.

B myOrmmkyeMbIX cTaThsx HOOHMMAeETCS psif, PyHAAMEHTaIBHBIX IIPO-
O71eM, CBS3aHHBIX C HOBBIMM IOIXOIaMM K PasTpaHMYEeHVIO JIMHIBUCTIYe-
CKOVI CeMaHTMKM W IIparMaTuKy Ha (POHe HOBBIX HallpaBIeHWM B oOacTy
IparMaTiyecKmx MCCIelOBaHNUI OTAeIbHBIX KJIACCOB WJIM KaTerOPWUM S3bI-
KOBBIX eIMHWII, a TaKke OTHeIbHBIX S3BIKOBBIX sIBJIeHWN. Hammrio Heobxo-
OVMOCTb CO3/JaHVSI HOBBIX METOHOB M3yueHMs IIparMaTideckor o0yciios-
JIEHHOCTW VIV 3aBUCVIMOCTY S3bIKOBBIX IIPOLIECCOB C IpMBjIedeHreM 00jIb-
IIVIX MacCVBOB IaHHBIX Pa3HBIX SI3BIKOB OsIarogapsi IVPOKUM TeXHIIECKIM
BO3MOYKHOCTSIM, IIPeIOCTaB/IsIeMBIM COBpEMEeHHOM «IT1dpoBov» 311oXxoM. Bee
3TV BOHPOCHI VCCIIENYIOTCS Ha peIpe3eHTAaTVBHBIX BBIOOPKAax SI3BIKOBOIO
MaTepwasla, MICTOYHVIKAaMI KOTOPBIX SBJISIOTCS HallMOHAJIbHBIE 1 aBTOPCKIEe
KOPIIYCBI TeKCTOB. B cTaThsiX mpeficTapiieHbl pe3ysIbTaThl MCCIIeOBaHS S3bI-
KOBBIX CPEeICTB 3IVCTEMITIECKOV MOTIBHOCTY, CTpaTerui 1 TaKTUK MX Ma-
HUIIYJIITMBHOTO BO3ZIEVICTBUSL Ha aydWUTOPWIO ¥ VICIIOJIB3YeMBIX IIPV 3TOM
KOMMYHVKATVBHBIX TeXHVK. B xoIle aHaim3a oCyIlecTBiIsieTcsi paspaboTKa
TaKVX KITIOUeBBbIX TIOHSTUV 3TVICTEMWYECKOV IIParMaTyKy, KakK «3IVCTeM-
yeckasi MOJJaJIbHOCTb», «3IMCTeMUYecKas TapaHTVs», «3IVMCTeMIYIecKIiI fie-
dorT», «ammcTEeMMUeckoe MaHeBpupoBaHMe». JleTabHO 00CYyKIaroTcs
HNPVHIVIIE CO3JaHMs I BO3MOKHOCTY VICIIOJIb30BaHMs 0a3bl JaHHBIX «PyTi-
KOH». DTa 0a3a ompefesisieTcsa aBTOpaMy Kak I POBOV MHCTPYMeHT OIIV-
caHMsl pyTUH — Kilacca POpMYJIbHBIX (Ppa3seosIorMyecKmnx equHULL, IIpef-
CTaBJIAIOMIVX COOOVI peakiniy Ha CTaHAapTHbIe. DTO JIMIIL YacThb IIpodiiema-
TMKM, 3aTPOHYTON B IIpeJljlaraeMOM BBIITyCKe.

B cBs1311 ¢ OOMIBIINIM VIHTEPECOM K TeMaTVIKe UMCIIO CTaTev PeBhICYIO 10-
Iy CTVIMBIVI 0OBeM HOMepa, BOIEACTBIIE YeTo pelaKIsl BEHYKIeHa ObUIa Ile-
peHecTu psf, cTare B clenyromyit. KpoMe Toro, HeKOTOpEle MaTepyaIbl BbI-
IIIeHa3BaHHOV KOH(EePeHIINM TOTOBATCA K ITyOymKamym B XypHate «Kpnri-
Ka " CeMMOTVKa» (IIPeAIIOIIOKUTEIIBHO B IIepBoM HoMepe 3a 2025 rox).

C.T. Boa4an,

npuesauieHHbie CopedaKiopbl
B. B. @eujenxo,

W. B. 3vix064a,

O. B. Coxos08a
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FROM THE EDITORS

The term pragmalinguistics’ has been widely used and has a relatively
long-standing tradition, already its interpretation remains quite diverse.
According to the Oxford Dictionary, the term first appeared in Althaus &
Henne (1971), where the authors, considering various aspects of language
realization through socially significant actions and communication, propo-
sed distinguishing three new branches in linguistics: psycholinguistics, so-
ciolinguistics, and pragmalinguistics. Their approach was based on Chom-
sky’s distinction between competence and performance. Paradoxically, ho-
wever, they did not refer to the research already developing intensively in
light of speech act theory and implicature, nor did they mention Charles
Morris’s seminal article.

As is often the case, the subsequent development of pragmalinguistics
took a trajectory radically different from what its originators had envisioned.
In semiotics, the concept of pragmatics emerged as a distinct aspect of se-
miosis, forming a separate branch of semiotic research. In linguistics, the fo-
cus on language as a system implied that its primary object of study was
syntax — the relationships between signs within the system — rather than
the interaction between the subject and the sign system. In the philosophy of
language, the vast potential of pragmatics was revealed in Ludwig Wittgen-
stein’s later works. Although he did not use the term pragmatics in Morris’s
sense, his approach to meaning as use laid the foundation for the develop-
ment of speech act and performativity theories. Yet even in this context, the
role of linguistics remained unclear: the traditional view of language as a
system was poorly aligned with its description as an instrument for perfor-
ming extralinguistic — social — functions.

At the same time, theories developed within the philosophy of language
and logical analysis of language —such as speech act theory, performativity,
implicature, and pragmatic presuppositions—called for an analysis of the
linguistic forms through which they are realized. A significant milestone in
this regard was Leech (1983), which introduced a distinction between prag-
malinguistics and sociopragmatics. Pragmalinguistics was thought to be
grammar-oriented, studying the linguistic resources available for conveying
pragmatic meaning, whereas sociopragmatics was sociology-oriented, lin-
king pragmatic meaning to interlocutor hierarchies, social rules and norms,
discourse practices, and acceptable communicative behavior (Marmaridou,
2011).

However, despite its apparent clarity, this methodological distinction
has proven difficult to maintain. Moreover, it has become evident that narro-
wing the scope of pragmalinguistics is nearly impossible: it actively incorpo-
rates methods and findings from rhetoric, stylistics, text theory, and dis-
course analysis. Pragmalinguistics gains particular relevance in studies on

1 In Russian linguistics and related scholarly traditions, the term ‘linguapragmatics’
is also used.
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language functioning in communicative contexts, allowing for the resolution
of pressing issues in mass communication, public relations, media studies,
speech etiquette, and critical discourse analysis.

Since the 1970s, several key monographs have shaped the field. Notably,
Pragmalinguistics (1979), which remains relevant and was reissued in 2017,
and Prucha (1983), which provided crucial insights into the development of
pragmalinguistics in socialist countries. More recently, new challenges have
emerged, as reflected in the collective monograph New Frontiers... (2024),
published in the prestigious Perspectives in Pragmatics, Philosophy & Psycho-
logy series by Springer. This underscores the ongoing relevance and diversi-
ty of modern pragmalinguistics.

In this context, the current issue of Slovo.ru: Baltic accent continues the
global discussion on pragmalinguistics. It focuses on a key point: the synthe-
sis of the pragmatic approach to language as activity and the linguistic tools
for describing the systematic nature of its manifestations. The articles pre-
sented in this issue no longer directly engage with the philosophy of langua-
ge or speech act theory — i.e., with pragmatics in its strictest sense — but ra-
ther extend and enrich these frameworks with new methodologies. This
issue, therefore, represents a synthesis of two fundamental perspectives on
language: as goal-oriented activity and as a structured system. However,
this volume also presents a unique perspective on this field of research. The
topics were discussed at the conference Language — Discourse — Corpus: In
Search of Pragmatics, held at the Institute of Linguistics of the Russian Acade-
my of Sciences on September 6—7, 2024. Some of the conference papers are
included in this volume, featuring contributions by V.Z. Demyankov, T.E. Yanko,
I.A. Sharonova, E. V. Rakhilina and co-authors, S. M. Gyulasaryan and P. A. Bych-
kova, D. O. Dobrovolskij and Anna A. Zalizniak.

One of the key themes explored is the problem of the subject, which re-
mains largely unaddressed in European pragmalinguistics. It can be consi-
dered fundamental to the pragmatic dimension of language, as proposed in
Stepanov (1981), and its inclusion necessitates further refinements. Recently,
with the increasing role of computational technologies in linguistics and the
humanities, there has been a shift from an anthropocentric paradigm (where
the speaker is the primary object of study) to a data-centric approach (focu-
sed on processing large datasets independent of the speaker’s individual
characteristics). This raises important questions: How does this transforma-
tion affect the “problem of the subject’? How can contemporary pragmatic
research engage with emerging and future linguistic fields?

With the rapid digitization of linguistic data and the proliferation of new
technologies, linguistics faces new challenges, leading to the formation of in-
terdisciplinary fields such as corpus pragmatics, experimental pragmatics,
cognitive pragmatics, and multimodal linguistics. Traditional topics in lin-
guistic pragmatics — evaluation, modality, deixis, discourse markers, and
speech acts — are being reconsidered in this new light. The articles in this
issue address several fundamental questions, including novel approaches to
distinguishing linguistic semantics from pragmatics and emerging directions
in pragmatic studies of specific linguistic categories and phenomena. The
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need for new methodologies to examine the pragmatic conditioning of lin-
guistic processes is evident, particularly with the vast amounts of multilin-
gual data now available through modern digital resources. These studies are
conducted using representative linguistic corpora, including national and
author-specific text corpora. The contributions explore epistemic modality,
strategies and tactics of manipulative influence on audiences, and the com-
municative techniques employed in these processes. The analysis also de-
velops key concepts in epistemic pragmatics, such as epistemic modality,
epistemic warrants, epistemic default, and epistemic maneuvering. A detai-
led discussion is dedicated to the design and application of the Routicon da-
tabase — a digital tool for describing ‘routines’, a class of formulaic phraseo-
logical units that serve as standardized responses.

These articles represent only a fraction of the themes covered in this
issue. Due to significant interest in the subject, the number of submissions
exceeded the permissible volume, leading the editorial board to move seve-
ral articles to the next issue of the journal. Additionally, some materials from
the aforementioned conference are being prepared for publication in Kritika i
Semiotics, scheduled for the first issue of 2025.

Suren T. Zolyan
Guest editors:
Vladimir V. Feshchenko
Irina V. Zykova

Olga V. Sokolova
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