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Introduction

In the last thirty five years we have witnessed a growing interest in pragmatics,
a field of study which is concerned with the analysis of language use. Apart
from an already vast literature, this interest has significantly manifested itself in
the establishment of an International Pragmatics Association and the circulation
of two academic serial publications specifically devoted to the study of prag-
matic issues, namely Pragmatics and the Journal of Pragmatics. Moreover, the
development of this field of study has led to the formation of a number of dis-
tinct tendencies in it ranging from philosophical pragmatics (see Austin 1962,
Searle 1969 and Grice 1975), to radical and neo-Gricean pragmatics (see Cole
1981), cognitive pragmatics (see Sperber and Wilson 1986/1995 and Blakemore
1987), interactive pragmatics (see Thomas 1995), and societal pragmatics (see
Mey 1993), among others. These tendencies share the same basic concern, that
is, the study of meaning as it emerges in language use. However, they have de-
veloped in different directions depending on philosophical principle and meth-
odological stance.

Among these multiple directions in pragmatics, two trends appear to have
dominated the field. The one originates in the Anglo-American tradition of the
philosophy of language and the other is founded on psychological theories of
language, communication and cognition. This book is an attempt to synthesize
important insights from the philosophical tradition concerning pragmatic phe-
nomena, with current developments in cognitive linguistics concerning the study
of linguistic meaning. The outcome of the synthesis is a new concept of prag-
matic meaning which is on the one hand grounded in cognition and motivated
by linguistic and cultural convention and, on the other, creates the potential for
addressing the interactive and social dimensions of language use.

Philosophical pragmatics, developing as a reaction to the philosophical
tradition of logical positivism, considers pragmatics as complementary to se-
mantics. In this tradition, semantics is the study of the meaning of words and
sentences in terms of their correspondence with objects and states of affairs in
the world; pragmatics is the study of speaker utterances and specifically the
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meaning a speaker intends to convey by her utterance. This philosophically es-
tablished semantics-pragmatics dichotomy has been exiremely influential in the
study of language and language use. The dividing line between the two levels of
analysis has often moved in the direction of the one or the other, to be finally
challenged in the recently emerging philosophical framework of experiential re-
alism, in which the present work is grounded. Radical and neo-Gricean ap-
proaches to pragmatics attempt to provide a characterization of language and
language use in terms of its syntax and pragmatics, allocating to semantics a
very restricted portion of linguistic meaning. To achieve this aim they have
sought to provide rigorous formalizations of pragmatic phenomena by resorting
to the tools and methodology of formal logic, while at the same time focusing
on the structure of different languages. Cognitive pragmatics focuses on the
mental processing of information for communicative purposes and is explicitly
restricted to an isolated aspect of cognition considered responsible for prag-
matic phenomena. In this approach, the linguistic medium is simply a constrain-
ing factor in achieving communicative goals. Incidentally, this is in line with cor-
responding developments in formal syntax, in which the specification of rules
has given way to the placement of constraints on the form of the sentences of a
language. Interactive pragmatics is essentially concerned with dynamic aspects
of language use and, in particular, the negotiable character of interlocutors’ ut-
terances during communicative exchanges. Finally, societal pragmatics focuses
on language users and their conditions of language use, making crucial reference
to the societal context in which language is used to create, maintain, or change
power relations between interlocutors.

Despite their different orientations, the above approaches to pragmatics
explicitly or implicitly regard language as a human faculty which is independent
from the rest of cognition, also involving perception, motor movement and im-
age formation. They are also based on the view that language is a symbolic rep-
resentation of objectively existing reality. It is assumed that, when language is
used, interlocutors manipulate this symbolic system so as to express and under-
stand meanings and intentions which go beyond the objectively established cor-
respondence between the world and language, that is, beyond the meaning of
words and sentences. In this context, deixis, presupposition, speech acts, and
conversational implicature have been considered central manifestations of
speaker meaning and have been extensively analyzed and discussed in the philo-
sophical literature. Significantly, these pragmatic phenomena have also been ad-
dressed mainly from two perspectives, the cognitive-pragmatic and the societal,
that cut across various tendencies in pragmatic study. Both perspectives origi-
nate in the philosophy of language. However, whereas the cognitive-pragmatic
perspective focuses on the interlocutors’ mental processing abilities in terms of
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which they can create and understand meanings beyond the word and sentence
levels, the societal perspective attempts to define those social parameters that
affect the production and understanding of utterances. In this sense, the former
places language use in an internal relation to interlocutors, whereas the latter in
an external relation. As a result, the cognitive perspective views the social pa-
rameters of a speech event as a type of external information to be processed by
the human mind so that utterances are properly understood. It does not assign
them an internal status in that it does not consider them as part of cognitive
structure. The societal perspective seeks to identify the social structures that not
only affect, but actually constitute the speech events in which language is used
and social meanings are created and reproduced. Being an externalist perspec-
tive, it does not assign such structures an internal status either. Moreover, since
social structures are external, an ‘interface’ level of social representations in the
mind is often invoked to account for the understanding and reproduction of
such structures by social agents (van Dijk 1994).

The consideration and critical evaluation of such diverse perspectives on
pragmatic phenomena makes it sufficiently clear that language use is indisputa-
bly both an internal and an external phenomenon. For this reason, an alternative
proposal is made in this book concerning language use and the investigation of
cognitive and social aspects of pragmatic meaning. This proposal, to be ex-
plored in subsequent chapters, is based on the following hypothesis: if language
is grounded in cognition and develops in society, then cognitive structure and
conceptualizations of social reality must characterize language use, which thus
contributes to the production, maintenance or change of social meaning. In this
sense, social meaning is construed in terms of internal cognitive structure di-
rectly, rather than in terms of internal mental representations of external forma-
tions and structures. On the assumption that such cognitive structures develop
in response to the individual’s interaction with her physical and social environ-
ment, they are also adaptable and hence motivate rather than determine social
meaning. The interactive and adaptable character of these cognitive structures
on the one hand allows for universalist claims, since all human beings can de-
velop them and, on the other, allows for considerations of sociocultural relativ-
ity and linguistic diversity in ways that will be suggested but not fully explored
within the boundaries of this book.

The attempt to pursue this line of investigation in the present work leads
to a new synthesis of earlier philosophical, cognitive and societal approaches to
pragmatic meaning within an alternative theoretical framework, that of cognitive
linguistics and experiential realism. In this context, deixis, presupposition,
speech acts and implicature have been selected as manifestations of pragmatic
meaning whose study constitutes the domain of pragmatic investigation in the
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Anglo-American philosophical tradition. Their choice does not imply their pri-
macy over other topics of pragmatic investigation such as conversational struc-
ture, the role of discourse markers in understanding utterances, or the study of
style. Nor does it reflect a component view of pragmatics, as a layer of analysis
above semantics, for example. Rather, the analysis of these phenomena within
an experientialist framework is intended to reveal the complex ways in which
language use is motivated by cognitive structure and interacts with it. Moreo-
ver, the proposed analysis aims to highlight sociocultural parameters of prag-
matic meaning, including power relations between interlocutors, institutional
roles and relevant social values and cultural beliefs. To the extent that individu-
als internalize such parameters through their use of language, they are also con-
stituted as social agents, thereby maintaining, reproducing, challenging or
changing these parameters during interaction.

The approach to pragmatic meaning to be adopted in this book originates
in a theory of linguistic meaning which is known as cognitive semantics and has
established itself as an alternative philosophical trend, that of experiential real-
ism (Lakoff 1987, Johnson 1992 and Lakoff and Johnson 1999). In contrast to
other philosophical views that have affected linguistics, experiential realism
views language as part of general cognition. This view is adopted in cognitive
linguistics, which aims to explain how language is systematically grounded in
human cognition. One of the basic principles of experiential realism and cogni-
tive linguistics is that language is not a representation of objectively existing
reality, but of reality as it is perceived and experienced by human beings.
Viewed from this internalist perspective on reality (Putman 1981), linguistic
meaning is embodied; it arises from our biological capacities and our physical
and sociocultural experiences as beings functioning in our environment. It is ac-
cepted that concepts are metaphorically and socioculturally structured, so that
social meaning develops internally to the human being in terms of particular
cognitive models and processes. Linguistic form provides evidence for this kind
of structure and is hence not entirely arbitrary (Bolinger 1977 and Haiman
1983).

One of the advocates of this theoretical framework, Sweetser (1990), has
successfully shown how cognitive structure resolves pragmatic ambiguity and
how linguistic form systematically relates to multiple language functions. More
importantly, she has convincingly argued that our understanding of language use
and our understanding of cognition itself are inherent underpinnings to all our
use of language. We understand and talk about these two domains in terms of
the external physical and social domain.

Because experiential realism views physical and social aspects of language
as equally fundamental, it has encouraged attempts to work out a synthesis of
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cognitive and societal parameters of language use within its framework. For ex-
ample, Hawkins (1997) correlates Langacker’s (1987) concept of grounding
with ideology. He claims that iconographic textual reference (e.g. how an indi-
vidual is portrayed in a text) is a form of experiential, deictic grounding.
Through this kind of reference an individual is defined relative to a particular
conventional image from a culturally based system of images. This system con-
stitutes a cognitive iconography. Our icons are concrete symbols of our abstract
ideological values. Hence, our ideology enters our conscious awareness most
directly in the form of iconography, which is an instance of cognitive grounding.
Ideology has also been associated with conceptual metaphor in Kitis and Mi-
lapides (1997). Adopting a critical perspective on discourse, the authors argue
that the systematic use of personification metaphors is conducive to developing
the ideologically grounded textual rhetoric of a news article.

Thornburg and Panther (1997) provide evidence that an indirect speech
act may be performed when the speaker mentions an attribute of that act, so
that the attribute metonymically stands for the act. Consistently with the cogni-
tive linguistics paradigm, they argue that metonymic reasoning is a case of natu-
ral inference schema that affects the pragmatic domain of speech acts. At the
same time they explore the possibility of reconciling pragmatics and cognitive
linguistics by integrating a pragmatic phenomenon in a cognitivist framework.

Working essentially within the same theoretical framework, I attempt
elsewhere (Marmaridou in prep. a) to broaden its scope by incorporating socie-
tal concerns and a reconsideration of the linguistic relativity issue. More specifi-
cally, I argue that the deployment of particular cognitive structures in an institu-
tionally sanctioned type of text (in advertizements, for instance) contributes to
the construction and maintenance of social reality and channels experience into
distinct modes of thought. In this analysis, conceptual structure determines lan-
guage structure, but language use, in the form of institutionalized discourse,
creates culturally relevant patterns of thought. In this respect cognitive structure
is the means and vehicle for the internalization of the social meaning of dis-
course.

The same theoretical concerns are revealed in another project focusing on
financial discourse (Marmaridou 1991a, 1994 and in prep. b). It is argued that
the use of conceptual metaphors in this discourse type is on the one hand partly
motivated by specific grammatical constructions and, on the other, establishes a
social practice that constructs financial activity in terms of dialectically articu-
lated cultural values.

The need to work out a synthesis of cognitive and societal aspects of lan-
guage use has also become apparent in the work of scholars working outside
the experientialist tradition. From an interactive perspective, Thomas (1995)
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sees language use as a dynamic process between speaker intentions defining
speaker meaning and utterance interpretation, subject to social constraints on
utterance production. Goatly (1994: 141) stresses the need to allow for both
“the importance of social context and the use of inferential principles in ac-
counting for the construction of meaning between speakers and hearers”.
Moreover, he proposes a synthesis of cognitive pragmatics as developed in
Relevance Theory and a Hallidayan version of a genre/register theory of context
by exploring metaphorical interpretations of texts. The main argument is that
this combination allows both for an explanation of inferencing mechanisms and
for their relatedness to social goals and purposes.

Even within Relevance Theory, an essentially mentalist approach to prag-
matics, according to which the whole of communication can be explained by a
single cognitive principle, that of relevance, the need to address the social di-
mension of language use has not gone unnoticed. Sperber and Wilson (1997)
state that non-ostensive methods of maximizing relevance in communication can
be socially exploited and are hence significant in maintaining or challenging
power relations. Zegarac (1998a) takes issue with a predominantly social phe-
nomenon, that of phatic communication, to argue for its characterization within
the framework of Relevance Theory. He claims that the phatic use of language
is a means of achieving a range of social goals through establishing, maintaining
and managing cognitive environments. In a similar vein, but in a different study,
Zegarac (1998b) is concerned with the role of ostensive-inferential communica-
tion in ideological manipulation, thus clearly trying to accommodate societal
concerns within a cognitivist framework.

Working in the framework of anthropological linguistics and sharing so-
cietal concerns, Duranti (1986) emphasizes the view that speech is public and
intersubjective, to be explained by psychological processes in the individual that
have their origin in social interaction. In this way he prioritizes the social dimen-
sion of language and makes cognitive processes dependent on it.

Among such theoretical possibilities for the investigation of cognitive and
social aspects of language use, the present work explores the potential of expe-
riential realism by addressing the issue of pragmatic meaning within its frame-
work. It also provides an account of manifestations of this meaning by drawing
on the biological and social foundations of language.

This book necessarily reflects my own interests and concerns in the area
of pragmatic study. It is my hope that it will also appeal to a varied group of
readers, including students, colleagues and all those who have some acquain-
tance with the field of linguistics or cognitive science. Those readers who only
have an elementary knowledge of linguistics will be introduced to the four basic
pragmatic phenomena that have been studied within the philosophical tradition
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and constitute manifestations of pragmatic meaning, namely, deixis, presupposi-
tion, speech acts, and implicature. These readers will particularly benefit from
the exposition to the philosophical tradition from which several trends in prag-
matic study have evolved. Relevance Theory, neo-Gricean pragmatics, societal
pragmatics and interactional pragmatics can best be understood and appreciated
if acquaintance with philosophical pragmatics has preceded. In fact, all these
trends are also focused upon to the extent that they relate to some of the topics
discussed in this book. Apart from exploring philosophical and linguistic per-
spectives on pragmatic phenomena, readers will be introduced to basic princi-
ples of experiential realism and cognitive linguistics. The application of cogni-
tive principles to the investigation of pragmatic meaning is further expected to
broaden these readers’ insights into both areas of study, namely, pragmatics and
cognitive linguistics.

Readers who are well acquainted with pragmatics can also familiarize
themselves with experiential realism and assess its contribution to pragmatic
study. This assessment can be based on the proposed analysis, which aims to
capture important aspects of the cognitive and societal grounding of pragmatic
meaning. Cognitive scientists, who are more familiar with issues of mental proc-
essing and artificial intelligence, may find in this work some concrete proposals
concerning the internalization of social aspects of pragmatic meaning in terms of
cognitive models.

To respond to the aims of this book and the interests of a varied public is
not an easy task. First of all, no approach to the analysis of pragmatic meaning
can be appreciated unless the origins of pragmatics itself as a field of study are
revealed. For this reason, in the first chapter the foundations of linguistic prag-
matics are traced in the philosophy of language and the theory of semiotics and
an attempt is made to explain how cognitive and societal approaches to prag-
matics have evolved from them. More specifically it will be shown that linguistic
pragmatics initially developed as a study of speaker utterances, thereby focusing
on speaker intentions, the addressee’s cognitive abilities in processing transmit-
ted information, and the sociocultural context in which utterances are produced.
Against this general framework, the cognitive pragmatics perspective concen-
trates on the mental computations of linguistic and contextual material, whereas
the societal perspective involves an investigation of the institutional basis of lan-
guage and the ways in which interlocutors are constituted through their dis-
courses. As a result of their respective orientations, cognitive-pragmatic and
societal approaches to pragmatics can only provide partial accounts of prag-
matic meaning. It will be argued that this fact is also related to their objectivist
philosophical background in which language is considered a symbolic represen-
tation of objectively existing reality. Also, it will be claimed that a non-



