Week 2

Semantics

1. ‘… SEMANTICS concentrates on meaning that comes from purely linguistic knowledge … ‘ (Stilwell Peccei 1999: 2)

2. ‘ Semantics is the study of what words mean by themselves, out of context, as they are in a dictionary.’  (Cutting 2002: 1)

3. ‘Semantics is the study of the relationships between linguistic forms and entities in the world; that is, how words literally connect to things.’ (Yule 1996a: 4)

4. ‘Semantics is the study of the meaning of words, phrases and sentences. In semantic analysis, there is always an attempt to focus on what the words conventionally mean, rather than on what a speaker might want the words to mean on a particular occasion. This technical approach to meaning emphasizes the objective and the general. It avoids the subjective and the local. Linguistic semantics deals with the conventional meaning conveyed by the use of words and sentences of a language.’ (Yule 1996b: 114) 

Pragmatics

1. ‘ …. PRAGMATICS concentrates on those aspects of meaning that cannot be predicted by linguistic knowledge alone and takes into account knowledge about the physical and social world. ’ (Stilwell Peccei 1999:2)

2. ‘A branch of language study which focuses on the relationship between meaning and situational, social and cultural contexts.’ (Pearce, M. The Routledge Dictionary of English Language Studies 2007: 144)

3. Pragmatics is interested  in what people mean by what they say, rather than what words in their most literal sense might mean by themselves. It is sometimes contrasted with semantics which deals with literal (rather than pragmatic) meaning: that is, meaning without reference to users or the purpose of communication (…). 

(Paltridge, B. 2006: 3-4)

4. ‘ … pragmatics: how language is used in communication.’ (Leech 1983:1)

5. ‘Pragmatics is the science of language seen in relation to its users.’ (Mey 1993:5)
6. ‘pragmatic meaning: What language users make of language use, i.e. what a P1 means by a text and what a texts means to a P2.’ (Widdowson 2007:131)

7. ‘There are, however, other aspects of meaning which are not derived solely from the meanings of words used in phrases and sentences.  … When we read or hear pieces of language, we normally try to understand not only what the words mean, but what the writer or speaker of those words intended to convey. The study of ‘intended speaker meaning’ is called pragmatics.’ (Yule 1996b:127)

8. ‘ [1] What does X mean? 

[2] What did you mean by X ? 

Semantics traditionally deals with meaning as a dyadic relation, as in [1], while pragmatics deals with the meaning as a triadic relation, as in [2]. Thus meaning in pragmatics is defined relative to a speaker or user of the language, whereas meaning in semantics is defined purely as a property of expressions in a given language, in abstraction from particular situations, speakers, or hearers.’ (Leech 1983:6)

9. ‘Pragmatics is the study of the relationships between linguistic forms and the users of those forms. In this three-part distinction, only pragmatics allows humans into the analysis. The advantage of studying language via pragmatics is that one can talk about people’s intended meanings, their assumptions, their purposes or goals, and the kinds of actions (for example, requests) that they are performing when they speak. The big disadvantage is that all these very human concepts are extremely difficult to analyze in a consistent and objective way.’ (Yule 1996:4)

10. ‘… pragmatics cannot possibly be identified with a specific unit of analysis, so that it cannot partake in the division of labour associated with the traditional components of a linguistic theory. Clearly, the linguistic phenomena to be studied from the point of view of their usage can be situated at any level of structure or may pertain to any type of form-meaning relationship. The question is: How are the language resources used? Therefore, pragmatics does not constitute an additional component of a theory of language, but it offers a different perspective.’ (Verschueren 1999:2) 

Discourse analysis

1. ‘The term discourse analysis is very ambiguous. I will use it in this book to refer mainly to the linguistic analysis of naturally occurring connected spoken or written discourse. Roughly speaking, it refers to attempts to study the organization of language above the sentence or above the clause, and therefore to study larger linguistic units, such as conversational exchanges or written texts.’ (Stubbs 1983: 1)  

2. ‘A term used in LINGUISTICS to refer to a continuous stretch of (especially spoken) LANGUAGE larger than a SENTENCE - …’ (Crystal 1985:96)

3. ‘So the term discourse is taken here to refer to both to what a text producer meant by a text and what the text means to the receiver.’ (Widdowson 2007: 7)

4. ‘Moving on to what pragmatics and discourse analysis are, we can start by saying that they are approaches to studying language’s relation to the contextual background features. ’  (Cutting 2002:1)

‘ Pragmatics and discourse analysis have much in common: they both study context, text and function.’ 

(Cutting 2002: 2)
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