
Pragmalınguistics and Speech-Act COTrYy
Applied (assıcal Hebrew

Zatellı (Florence)

The Domaıiın of Pragmalinguistics
description of pragmalınguistics, and the elated EeOTYy of speech-acts, 1S

complex and elıcate task, Sınce thıs 1e of lınguistics 15 in continual development,
UDCN heated debate, and often provokes controversıal and opposing pomnts of
V1IEW.
Pragmalinguistic eOTrYy 15 rooted In the thematiıc rendering of both the pluralı
and the INCAan dıstrıbution of the functions and uUuses of anguage, in analytıc and
lınguistic phılosophy. TIThe [WO MOStT sıgnıfıcant break-throughs in the 1e of
thematıc renderings dIe be oun in the eOTYy of language (Sprachspiele:

MOoOst in hıseiıneate: Dy Ludwig Wıttgenstein, notably ıLosophiısche
Untersuchungen, Oxford and the eory of speech-acts (the topıc has been
en wıth e{a by John angshaw Austın in hıs How Do T hings ıNn Words,
Or 1962, 1975°)2. shall leave asıde Charles MorrIis’s concept of
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„pragmatıcs“, W.  1C in ıfs study of the relatıons between S1gNSs and theır
interpreters, that 1S, wiıth those who usec S1IgNS in order produce and receive
»follows the Peircian school; the object of OUT study 15 less concerned wıth
semiotıc eory and wiıll CON!  te the linguistic eOTrYy of actıons In speech;
the emphasıs the pragmatiıc phenomena PTFrODCI anguage 15 fundamental
this2
enerally peakıng, pragmatıcs studies the aspects of language 1C enable
understand iıts use tool of communıcatıon ONg indıvıduals and peoples,
particularly the WaYyS 1C linguistic communıtıcatıon takes place The ollowıng
eXcerpt(, Dy Robert Stalnaker,} 15 frequently quoted In efinıng the pecıfic role
1C pragmatıcs plays linguistics:
Pragmatıcs 15 the study of lınguistic cts and the oOnftexts in which they aArc performed. There
AI major of problems be solved wıthin pragmatıcs: fırst, define interesting
Lypes of speech cfIis and speech products; second, characterize features of the speech
context which help determine which proposıtion 1s expressed by gıven sentence The analysıs
of ıllocutionary CIs 1s example of the problem of the first kınd; the study of indexıcal
EXpress1ONS 15 example of the second.

Durıing the rIe history of pragmatic lıngu1stics, both deixıs and linguistic aCTts have
served the princıpal poles of research. It Was NONC other than the eory of deixis
1C| led Dıiıeter Wunderlich take erıtical position transformatıonal
STaMMAaL, and elaborate what he dubbed „linguistic pragmatıcs“ (linguistische
Pragmatık ) For Many, however, de1xıs still] remaıns In FOLO part of semantıcs,
especılally extensional semantıcs. ccording Maria-Elısabeth Conte,* deictic

and linguistic ACISs both belong the 1e of pragmatics, but comprise
eren classes, and AI iınvolved dıfferent levels 'The eOrYy of deixıs 15
pragmalinguistical only far ıt 15 eOTrYy involving erms whose meanıngs dAd1iC

elated through enuncılatıon, and ATC therefore determined by that enuncılatıon
(partiıcularly in ıts spatiıo-temporal coordinates). De1ixıs thus 1S interested in the
relatıon between utterance and CONLEXT
'TIhe prımary objec! of pragmalıinguistics 15 the linguistic aCL. IThe eOTrYy of linguistic
acts 15 reference point for other aSpECIS of pragmatıc lınguistics, such

pragmatıc presupposıtions, conversatıiıonal implicatures, sequentıal organizatıon
of discourse, the organızatıon of linguistic AaCTISsS into maCcro-acfs, dialogic interaction,
discourse analysıs, eic. But ıt also C ımportant M iın the study of
Janguage that has een solely transmitted hrough ımıted wriıtten COTDUS,
analyze ın the gT' etia the lınguistic apparatus involving de1xI1s, ıt 15
manıfested hrough the language’s morphology and vocabulary, where ıt 15 dırectly
functional ın the determiıinatıon of referents, and how ıt 15 motivated by the Varıo0us
PFrOCESSCS and aspects of the utte_rance. Wıth thıs in miınd, mMay classıfy the

MorrIis’s CONCceDL has, however, gıven NCW impetus both linguistics and logıc: cf. his
Foundations of the Theory of S1gns, Chicago 1938, and S1gns, anguage and Behavıor, New
ork 19  X

Stalnaker, Pragmatıcs, Synthese 2 ‘9 1970, 28 (reprinted In Davıdson,
Harman [eds.], Semantıcs of Natural anguage, Dordrecht 1972, 380-397), CSD A75 (383)

M.- Conte, La pragmatica lınguıistica, in: Segre (ed.), ntorno alla linguistica, Miılano
1983, 94-128, CSD 96-97
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princıpa. deictic categories: Personal CEIXLS thıs involves the grammaticalızatıon
of the roles of the particıpants of lınguistic exchange; ıt 15 rendered maınly
through verbal morphology and the personal PFONOUN SyStem; Spatıal deixiıs
adverbs and demonstrative AI characterızed In of proXimıity and
distance, relatıon the personal Category. The deijctic aspects of verbs of motion
should be NCIUdE: here; empora PIXLS temporal deictic dverbs also ındıcate
the proximıty and/or distance from the time of theır enuncıatıion. Ihe
classıfıcatıon of verbal tenses 1S both complex and problematiıc. Furthermore, it
should be noted that the verb INay also incorporate MO and/or aspectual
factors.> and aspectual elements AT particularly important In the analysıs of
Classıcal Hebrew
Another phenomenon involving deixıs 15 that 1C Charles Fıllmore describes
„discourse deixıs“, 1C| 15 be dıstinguishe from anaphora: indicators of
structure wıthın anYy discourse; words and phrases that point OM© NCW
eached In the discourse.“ Such form of deixıs mMay utılıze erms used for both
temporal and patıal deixıs (an example Classıcal Hebrew WOU be WYAY
Fıllmore also describes the phenomenon 1C he calls „socıal deix1s“, 1C takes
into AaCCOUNLTL the influence that socı1al relatıons between speakers exXxer'
ufferances Thıs phenomenon, however, 15 NO really deıictic, SINCEe ıt iınvolves
eneral aspects of the VOCabulary C® dIC ıllocutory 1S wiıll be dıiscussed urther
on), soc1o-linguistics, and stylıstics (for example, the speaker’s choıice between
COMMMON ÖOr sophisticated terms). Socıial de1xıs does bOrrow, however, personal

from the deictic apparatus, whose maYy VaTY, depending the
egree of formalıty 1n the conversatıon (the Of „tu „VOUS” In French, OT
u „le1“ in alıan). TIhe UuUSec of epıthets indıcatıon of personal Statius SUuC

„yOUT hıghness“) falls under thıs CategoOTY.

ı1 Relatıons between Pragmatics and Semantiıcs
Iwo opposed V1CEW at least maYy be distinguished concerning the relatıons between
pragmatıcs and semantıcs (as well syntax) ONGC, which 15 addıtıve, and the other,
1C| 15 alternatıve. ccordıng the fırst VIEW, pragmatıcs 1S annexed
complement the 1e of semantıcs ın order take iınto aCCOUNT those
phenomena 1C semantıcs 1S unable explaın. The 1e of pragmatıcs 15 thus
consıdered „waste-basket“/. ccordıng the second VIeEW, pragmatıcs 15 NnOL
complementary semantıcs, but rather ıfs foundatıon: the eOTY of Janguage 15
„engraved“ Onfo eneral eOrYy of actıon whose fundamental element 15
comprised Dy eıther the lınguistic aCT cCommMmMuUunNIıCatıve interaction. At anYy rate, ıt
15 wıdely held that it 15 dıfficult Conceıive of semantıcs eing
UftONOMOUS independent firom pragmatics. Oswald ucrot states „Semantıcs
implies pragmatıc aspect“.$ The Austinıan approac redefines notions that AIc

tradıtionally semantıc, such dAS those involving reference 0)8 truth, ın of the

‚yons, Semantıcs, Cambrıdge 1977,
Fıllmore, anta Cruz ctures Denxıs 197/1, Bloomington, Ind 1975

So Bar-Hıillel, (OQut of the Pragmatıc astebasket, Linguistic Inquiry 71 4)1-407
Ducrot, tt1ı lınguistich, in Enciclopedia Eınaudı, Torino 1977, vol 2’ 1/7-1 CSD.
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speech-act. the current of discussıon, intermediate position may be
SCCH, W  1C whıiıle recognizıng that pragmatics 15 autonOmous firom semantıcs,
assıgns the former instrumental role 1n the solution of those linguistic
problems 1C semantıcs alone cannot adequately ddress. It DOCS beyond
semantıc eOTY, ringing into question the atter’s abılıties wıthout qualitatively
transformıing ıt.

Performative Utterances
Modern pragmalinguistics, wıthout ou egins ıth the eOoTrYy of performatıve
utferances. TIhree authors have identified and elaborated theories about
performatıve utterances from dıfferent perspectives, each ONC independently fifrom
the other L[WO, using dıfferent terminologies: TWIN Koschmieder, Emile
Benveniste, and John Langshaw Austin.?

75 Maın Theories about Performatives
Koschmieder ıdentified performatıvıty wıthın the framework of study
grammatıcal functions, 1° where he speaks of „Koinzidenzfall“, referring those
utferances IC fall under the ollowıng four syntactic restrict10ns: In the first
PCErSON, In the present eNsEeE; accompanıed Dy verbum dicendl; always In
combinatıon ıth the term hiermit“. Koschmieder distinguıishes between [WO Lypes
of present ense present ense of representation report („Berichtspräsens“), and

present of coıncıdence.
Benveniste ıdentified performativıty in hıs reflections the subjectiviıty of
language.!! „Iheaof the peaker place hım OT erself AS the ‚subject”“ of the
discourse permıits the of the verb, ın the fırst Erson present indıcatıve,
have semantıc value dıfferent from that of the SAn verb’s In other
con]jugatıions, and applıes both classes of verbs 1S a  TYy 1S hıdden In
conjugatıon hrough the regularıty of the paradıgm Ihe classes of verbs dIC

Ca  e Dy Benvenıiste, „verbes d’operation“ and performatıve verbs.
Austın iıntroduced the performatıve concept opposition the constatıve
Concep(L. „ run does NnOoLt CAÄDICSS racıng, whıle „J thank“ used for giving thanks. In

such AS the latter, the statıng of the actıon 15 equivalent ıts performance:
hence Austın’s term, „performatıve utterances“.12

onte, La pragmatıca lınguistica, 98, states that Lessius had already characterised
performatıve utferances distinctly, wrıting that the „efficıunt“ that which (they) „signıfıcant“
(Leonhardus Lessius |Lenaert Leys];, De Justitia Jure, Antwerplae 1605] 1609%, 219)
10 Koschmieder, Zur Bestimmung der Funktionen grammatiıscher Kategorien,
Abhandlungen der bayerischen Akademıe der Wissenschaften, Phıl.-hıst. Abteilung, 25‚
1945 (reprinted ıIn Koschmieder, Beıträge ZUr allgemeinen Syntax, Heidelberg 1965, 9-
69)
11 Benvenıiste, De la subjectivite ans le langage, ournal de Psychologie 5 9 1958,
(reprinted iın: Benveniste, Problemes de linguistique generale, Parıs 1966)
12 Performativıity pertaiıns performatıve utterances. By analogy, performativıty 1S
metonymaiıcally sed in reference verbs: performatıve verbs aAr those wıch arc susceptible

performative Uus!  ®

For INOIC detaıled description of the theories of Koschmieder, Benvenıiste and Austın SCC

onte, La pragmatıca lınguistica,
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The performatıve eOory Was incorporated by Austın into IMOTE ample eory. He
does noft 3  ıt 1mse. ıdentifyıng and elaborating theories about performatıivıty,

had Koschmieder and Benvenuiste. He VEeTrCOMECS the opposıtion between
performative and constatiıve, Dy ImMproving the performatıve characterization
through the conception of the speech-act the basıc unıt of lınguistic eOoTY. TIhe
specıialızed eory of performatıve ufferances thus becomes integral part of the
eneral speech-acts eory
D er Hypotheses about Performatives
In addıtıon, ON  @& of the moOost dıistinctive properties of performatıve utferances 15
theır capacıty for self-realızatıon hrough aBC By thıs eOTY, ıf the 1ISSUINg of
performatıve utterance 18 „NappYy”, the utterance iıtself wıll be „happ
CONSCQUENCE.
2.1. Delocutivity. Ihe cConcept f „delocutivıty“ has been formulated DYy several
French followers of Benveniıste’s thesıs. Delocutive verbs (ıdentifie and theoriızed
by Benveniste) AI verbs 1C derive irom locution, that 1S, Irom utterance
Latın HESUATE (to Sa y ECS): Thıs does NnOL sımply refer utterances that derıve from
another form of speech, but rather from thep of that form. Its meanıng StemMs
from the reference such S (among Benveniıste’s IManYy examples 15 the Latın
Ssalutare 1C derives from ıts use In the greeting „Salus. rather than ırectly from
the word Salııs ıtself. „Non salutem alıcul efficere sed salutem alıculı dicere“; 1fs
nglıs equıvalent 15 &Na
Delbert Hıllers has ea wıth thıs topIC an ıts connections ıth 1D1LIca
Hebrew?®: paır of especlally clear examples of delocutive verbs in Hebrew 15
hsdyq/siddeq and hr$y W Sa y SOMIMECONE 15 In the rıght’, and 7 Sa y SOMECONE 15 In
the Wwrong', respectively.Ida Zatelli  The performative theory was incorporated by Austin into a more ample theory. He  does not limit himself to identifying and elaborating theories about performativity,  as had Koschmieder and Benveniste. He overcomes the opposition between  performative and constative, by improving on the performative characterization  through the conception of the speech-act as the basic unit of linguistic theory. The  specialized theory of performative utterances thus becomes an integral part of the  general speech-acts theory.  2.2. Other Hypotheses about Performatives  In addition, one of the most distinctive properties of performative utterances is  their capacity for self-realization through usage. By this theory, if the issuing of a  performative utterance is „happy“, the utterance itself will be „happy“ as a  CONSequeENCE.  2.2.1. Delocutivity. The concept of „delocutivity“ has been formulated by several  French followers of Benveniste’s thesis. Delocutive verbs (identified and theorized  by Benveniste) are verbs which derive from a locution, that is, from an utterance:  Latin negare (to say „nec“). This does not simply refer to utterances that derive from  another form of speech, but rather from the usage of that form. Its meaning stems  from the reference to such usage (among Benveniste’s many examples is the Latin  salutare which derives from its use in the greeting „salus/“ rather than directly from  the word salus itself. „Non salutem alicui efficere sed salutem alicui dicere“; its  English equivalent is „to hail“).  Delbert R. Hillers has dealt with this topic and its connections with biblical  Hebrew!?: ‚A pair of especially clear examples of delocutive verbs in Hebrew is  hsdyq/siddeq and hr$y“, ‚to say someone is in the right’, and ‚to say someone is in  the wrong”, respectively. ... siddeq and hsdyq do not mean ‚to make someone just’  or ‚to behave justly’ as one may expect from the analogy of such words as gd! (vb.,  qgal), gdwI (adj.) with related piel giddel and hiphil hgdyl. As all agree, siddeq and  hsdyq mean ‚to say that a person is in the right’. Following this line of thought  which Benveniste’s study suggests, one soon discovers a related locution. It is the  form of words which was used in announcing a judicial decision but used also in  pronouncing on the rights and wrongs of other situations. One may compare Ex.  9:27: YHWH hsdyq w°ny w‘my hr$“ym to Deut. 25:1: whsdyqw °t-hsdyq whr$y °w  TERFS E  2.2.2. Aspect. I would like to add that in dealing with performativity, emphasis is  usually placed on the tenses of the verbs in the utterances under study: present  indicative. The aspectual factors which characterize the verbs employed in  utterances are equally as important, and deserve further analysis.!4  The notion of aspect involves, not the point or period in time in which the action  represented by the utterance takes place in relation to its enunciation, but rather  13 D.R. Hillers, Delocutive Verbs in Biblical Hebrew, JBL 86, 1967, 320-324: quotation from  pp. 320-321.  14 Cf. the interesting questions raised by M. Sbisä, Linguaggio, ragione, interazione. Per una  teoria pragmatica degli atti linguistici, Bologna 1989, pp. 197ff. On aspectuality see P.  Tedeschi, A. Zaenen (eds.), Tense and Aspect (Syntax and Semantics, vol. 14), New York etc.  1981.  64sıddeq and hsdyq do nOL MEecan ‚C make SOMCONE Just’

U behave ustly ONC mMaYy from the analogy of such words gdl (vb.,
gal), gdwl ad) wıth elated pıel giddel and 1D 2ZdY As alld sıddeq and
SA YG INCanNn ‚C Sa y that CISON 15 in the rıght ollowıng thıs lıne of hought
which Benveniste’s study Su ggests, ON (01080)8! dıiscovers elated locutıion. It 15 the
form of words 1C Was used in announcıing Judıcıa decisiıon but used also in
pronouncıing the rıghts and WIONSS of other sıtuatlions. One maYy COMPATE Hx
90:2  \< YHWH SA Ya nYy MY hr$ ym Deut whAsSd yqw "t-hsdyq WAr$ y
"t-hr$ C
.2.2. Aspect. WOUu ıke add that In dealıng ıth performatıvıty, emphasıs 15
usually placed the tenses of the verbs In the uttferances under study present
indıicatıve. The aspectual actors IC characterize the verbs employe
utferances ATre equaliy important, and deserve urther analysıs.!*
The notion of aSspect involves, NnOTL the point OT per10d In time In 1C the actıon
represented by the utterance takes place In relation ıts enuncıatıon, but rather

13 Hıllers, Delocutive Verbs in Bıbliıcal Hebrew, JBL 86) 196/7, 322()-324: quotation from

14 CT. the interesting questions raısed Dy Sbisä, Linguaggı10, ragıone, interazı0one. Per unNa
teor1a pragmatıca deglı attı lınguistich, Bologna 1989, On aspectualıty SCC
Tedeschı, Zaenen (eds.), Tense and Aspect (Syntax and Semantıcs, vol 14), New ork eiCc.
1981
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the perspective from 1C. the actıon 15 represented, the WaYy in 1C ıt 15
perceived and ultimately uttered. TIhe performatıve formulae include, however, the
representation of speech-act, and the cCategorYy of aspect 15 absolutely crucıal in
thıs respeclT.
It 15 opınıon that the analysıs of performatıve utferances INn languages such
Classıcal Hebrew, where verbal aspect plays domiınant role, mMay be facılıtated
hrough ıts aspectual elements.

Speech-Act Theory
The ceritical evaluatıon of the eOorYy of performatıves has led the eOorYy of
speech-acts, earlhıer stated. Austin realızed that there 15 clear opposition
between constatives and performatıves: observatıons dAdIiIC aCfIs, aATre asserti1o0ns.
Ihe role of assertion May be explicıtly epicte: in utferance by of
performatıve ormula such 1 assert that “ Thıs eature of actıon 15 inherent 1n
all forms of language; performatıve utferances AdiIiCcC but the moOst CONSPICUOUS
examples of language action.!
Performative utterances, whıle dıfferent from constatıve ONCS, mMaYy nonetheless

truth value erms on theır felıcıty condıtıions: hnh nELYy Ikm atidehe “<h
7r 4 DNY kI-A3 >  rS, A hereby gıve YOU CVETIY herb bearıng seed, 1C 15 upon all

the earth“ (Gen 1:29) felicıty condıtion mplıed by thıs utterance 1S, for example,
the proposıition: „there dIC seed-bearıng plants the earth“.

declaratıve utferance wıth performatıve verb iın the fırst PCrSoN present
indıcatıve does nof satısfy performatıve requisıtes. For example, „I’m trainıng“, ıf
saıd by thlete SOMECONC wıth ımıted Or knowledge of SpOrtSs,
explanatıon of why he 15 performing certaın exercI1se, 15 NOL the execution ProOpCI
of that actıon but interpretation description. Furthermore, the verb does nOL

necessarıly have be ın the fırst CISonN (or for that atter, that there be anYy verb
at all), ın order for the utterance be performatıve. Ihere aAfec CS, ıke that of
Jury W.  IC hen as PFONOUNCEG ıts sımply eplies „Guilty“ Ihe
word used Dy ıtself iın thıs ıstance functions performatıve utterance.

2r The Structure of Speech-Act
speech-act 15 comprised of partıal aCftS; speech-acts, furthermore, aAIec ubject

sub-grouping. !®
Acts ccordıng Austın, three partıal aCTts dIC performed in

speech-act: 1) locutionary act; ıllocutionary aCT; perlocutionary act The
locutionary act 15 merely the ISssulng of utterance, endowıng ıt ıth
grammatıcal Stiructiure and meanıng. TIhe illocutionary act consısts of the ISSUINg
of uttferance wıth partiıcular force, that 1S, ıth communicatıve function OT

PUrDOSC The perlocutionary aCTi consısts of the effect exerted DYy utfferance ıts
lısteners.

15 NSee onte, La pragmatıca linguistica, 108-109
16 According Diogenes Laertius, Protagoras Was the fiırst classıfy four Lypes of diıscourse:
Praycr desıre, question interrogatıon, ansSWer, and injunction Or command. See onte, La
pragmatıca lınguistica, 109

ZAH YV1/1 99%3 65
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Locutions have always been object of grammatıcal study, whıle rhetoric tended
deal wıth perlocutionary aCcfts, part of the eOTrYy of persuasion. It Was Austin

who fırst conceıved of the ıllocutionary act central point of speech-acts 1S,
that utferance mMaYy be used in makıng promise, passıng Judgement, 0)8 giving
orders). The „ıllocutionary act“ Ooften equivalent the „speech-act“, and speakıng
about speech-acts often speakıng about the ıllocutionary force. Ilocutionary
force 15 merely abstraction: ufferance that CCUT>S In communıcatıve
sıtuatiıon 18 always issued ıth ıllocutionary force.
John Searle expanded!’ Austın’s eOTY, provıdıng varıants: he rejects the
dıistinction between „locutionary“ and „ıllocutionary“, in favour of dıstinction
between proposıtional and ıllocutionary aCTIS. Searle ıntends show that dıfferent
speech-acts MaYy chare the Samme propositional cConfent He gIves xplicıt
formulatıon of the condıtions IC dictate the SUCCESS of speech-act, and uses

thıs the basıs for the formulatıon of the constituent rules of speech-acts.
Paul Grice,18 In rıef, efined meanıng In erms of the ‚speaker’, rather than

relatıon words sentences Hıs definıtion CONNECILS the meanıng of linguistic
unıts the speaker’s intentions of producing d esiıred eiffect the lıstener,
precisely hrough the atter’s acknowledgement of the ormer'’s intentions. Wıth
respect Grice’s definıtion, the Concept of ıllocutionary force 15 interpreted
eing connected primarıly the speaker’s intentions, rather than ıth the
„conventions“ almost legalıstically dicetated by Austin.!” Use of Grice’s pOsiıt10Ns has
recently been made In research „diıscourse analysıs“ and language acquısıtion;
both Searle’s and Austın’s theories dAdIiIC ONg those wıdely applıed In the analysıs
of written
.  D Illocutionary Orce Indıcataors. Every language POSSCSSCS varıety of formal
components lexical, syntactic, prosodic), 1C maYy be ca force-indicating
devices, and characterize utterance’s potentıial ıllocutionary force.
The MOSTLI noteworthy of these indıcators AIC xplicıt performatiıve formulae
promise that...“), sentence-types“ (declaratıve, ımperatıve, interrogatıve), verbal
moods (subjunctive, Jussive, imperatıve), mo verbs („tO have to“/„must“, LÜ be
able“/„can“), verbal tenses and aspeclts, specıfic dverbs and partıcles, intonatıon
(usually dıfficult determiıne CaSuIc in wriıtten text; pertinent notatıon MaYy,
however, be provıded). None of these formal devıces unıvocally iıdentifies the
ıllocutionary force of utferance
John Lyons’s formulatıon of the relatıon between uftfferances and ıllocutionary force
15 especılally enlightening
Sentences AICc systematically assoclated, in erms of theiır phonological, grammatıcal, and
lexical structure, wıth the ıllocutionary CIs that May be performed In uttering them There 1

One-LO-one correspondence between grammatıcal structure, ın partıcular, and ıllocutionary
17 Searle, Speech cts. An SSaYy in the Phılosophy of anguage, London 1969; 1d.,
Taxonomy of Ilocutionary Acts, 1n (Gunderson (ed.) anguage, Mınd and Knowledge,
Miınneapolıs 1975, 2344-36'
18 Grice, Meanıing, Philosophical Review 66, 195/7, 377-388; 1d., erer’'s Meanıng and
Intention, Phiılosophical Review 78, 1969, IA FF
19 See Sbisä (ed.). Giı attı lınguisticı, Mılano 197/8, E

In Stephen Levınson’s termıinology: SCC his Pragmatiıcs, Cambridge 1983, 2423
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force; but cCannot employ Just anYy kınd of sentence order perform anYy kınd of
ıllocutionary act 21

Indirect Speech ‚Acts Ihe of indirect speech aCTs the object of debate
mM both lınguısts and phiılosophers of anguage anthropologıists and
soclolınguısts ShOow partıcular interest the mMo{fivatıon behıind speech aCTSs On
the matter of iındırect speech aCfts Searle writes22 In such sentence that

the ıllocutionary force indıcators for NC kınd of ıllocutionary aCTi Can be
uttered perform addıtion another Lype of ıllocutionary act“ The (so called)
„rhetorical paradıgmatıc CasSc of ındırect speech aCcTt

1.4 The Classification of Speech .Acts It should fırst be oınted out23 that both
performatıve and ıllocutionary verbs AS well d speech aCIS A usually classıfıed
wıithout makıng dıstiınctions But these do NnOL recıprocally correspond ONC

the other all performatıve verbs aAaIre ıllocutionary, although NOL al ıllocutionary
verbs AIc performatıve Whıle speech aCTts belong the eneral phenomena of
anguage performatıve verbs dıffer from language Janguage and aATre specıfic
BIVCN anguage For example the Hebrew verbs B and bq$ both correspond the
nglıs verb ask“
TIhe classıfıcatıon propose Dy Austin“&4 cContaıns fıve classes

Verdictives ACtS 1C denote dıscretion such JjJudgement descrıiption
evaluatıon, and calculatıon

FExercıitives aCISs ınvolving the of OWCIS rıghts OTr influences SOM verbs
1CQ. of thıs class AI nomınate”, x fıre dısmı1ss“, A command“, „ beg
(of)

COommMLSSIves aCTts ıÜl CNgALC the speakers certaın aC{Li10NS such „
allow“, . bet“ Verbs denoting declaratıon of intent“ such consent“”, „
p belong y „t0 OPPOSC AI a1sSO NnCIude: here

Behabiıtives aCTIS 1C represent the reaCcCtions Oones OW another’s
behavıour and future, includıng verbs such apologıze”, Bı 7 hank“,
congratulate“ X dare“;

E.xpositives: aCfts 1ICc nclude the CXDTESS1ON of ODINION, the markıng of the
COUTSEC of discussıon and the classıfıcatıon of n  „ such 8i ask“, S
answer“, ® admıt Y „ uphold“, A define
(Thıs classıfıcatıon has raısed several objections princıply that thıs classıfıcatıon
of ıllocutionary verbs rather than acts)
The fırst four classes form from the FEach of the classes
elonging the fırst STOUD characterized Dy dıfferent hierarchical OTr  on
of theır respeclıve felıcıty condıtıons (which allow for both the exeCution of
ıllocutionary aCTi and 1fSs PrODEeI execution) An example f thıs the condıtıon

21 Lyons Semantıcs 733
22 Searle (GGunderson (ed.) anguage, Mınd and Knowledge Mınneapolıs 1975
359
23 See Onte La pragmatıca lınguistica 135

See How Do Thıngs wiıth Words, ch
See Sbhisä Pragmatıca (varıous authors) Prospettive dı t{e0OTr1a del lınguagg10

Mılano 1983 349-461 CSD A4()1 and ıd Linguaggi0 TaglONG, interazıone Y/-
1/4-185
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1 requıres the exıstence of accepted forms in order obtaın esiıred
ıllocutionary SCr the condıtion that requıres the sulıtabilıity of PDETrSONS and
Ircumstances. Exposıtive aCcts SCCH, instead, consıst of those lınguistic practices
1C| mMay be described, qualıified, and/or announced hrough linguistic Cans, but
whose execution 15 nof clearly performative.
Searle’s classıfıcation26 also contaıns fıve classes ase‘ uUuDON\N three cerıterıja of
classıfiıcatıion. TIhe princıpal erıterion 15 represented by the „ıllocutionary point“, that
1S, the intent 1C| bestows raLıson 4>  etre the ıllocutionary aCcCt The other
dIiIC respectively efined „dırection: of Ml that 1S, the Ltype of relatıon that
proposıtional CoOontfient has ıth the WOT. and the classıfıcatıon of „psychologica.
states“ 1iC MaYy be expressed hrough speech-acts.
Reviıving well-known Arıstotelian EeOTY, Conte?2’ distinguıshes between aCcfts of
„DrÄXLS“, 1C| dIC the sımple reproduction of Lype of speech-act giving thanks,
allegation) hrough the production of „token“ of that type, and aCfts of „Dolesis”,
1C| AIC complex aCfts 1C determine, well reproducing, Lype f aCTt

and mO  1 rea. (verbs of thıs class nclude „ excommunicate“, S resign“,
„ bet“, U abrogate“).

Developments 1n ragmalinguilstics
remaınsPresent pragmalınguistica research (for whıich the speech-act

fundamental concept) extends forms of verbal interactıon well both
discourse and conversatıonal analysıs, and has tudıed In eia specıfic lınguistic
phenomena, such the of mMO partıicles and of connectives, and the
problems modalıty in eneral. Furthermore, speech-acts have OM play
important role In ıterary EOTY, In particular In quest10ns regardıng the definıtion
of SCHNICS in lıterature, and IMOTE specıfically, the definıtions of OEeITY, novels, and
drama.

Ofes the Application of Pragmalınguıistics and Speech-Act Theory in the
udy of Classıcal Hebrew
The COTDUS of Classıcal Hebrew 1S maınly represented by the 1DI1CcCa text, whose
features AaDDCAaL favourable towards the applıcatıon of the speech-act theory.“ Ihe

15 NnOLt intended systematic heology 1DI1Ca language and
narratıon AI often organıcally dramatıc, vivıdly depicting events 1D11CcCa stOorıes
AI hıghly SCENIC: recountiıng partıcular the author sefts where
nearly all the players AiIC present, and where actıons OW ONC another ıth lıttle
LTECOUTITSEC „flashbacks“ 0)4 explicatıve stitching.“” Ihe reader’s the lıstener’s

In Gunderson (ed.) anguage, Mınd and Knowledge, Mınneapolıs 197/5, 344-369
27 La pragmatıca lınguistica, 118-120

Inscriptions INMay Iso be suıted OUT Lype of analysıs in ManYy instances: ıf ake the
Siloah inscription, for example, AI proviıded ıth sOort of commentary which condenses

event’s relevant CIs ın order transmıt them future generations ıth the vividness,
solemnity and authorıity of ON who has wıtnessed the event, celebrates ıts O(OCCECUITENCEC
29 See Lıicht, Storytelling ın the Bıble, Jerusalem 1978, 28-33; Iso Auerbach,
Mımesıs. Dargestellte Wırklichkeit ın der abendländischen Literatur, Bern 1946, ch
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attention 15 made concentrate the actıon takıng place, the spoken word.
Collisıons, debates, and direct discourses AI all predominant.
Reflections upDON the nature of relıg10us Janguage AIe especıally charaecteristic of
studıes of Classıcal Hebrew, wıth ıts instances of the languages of ıtual, of magıcal
formulae, and of miracles.> One MaYy surmıse that the 1DI1Cca authors understood
the speech of God and the prophets „performatıve“: kn yhıyh dbry 7r mD
-ySwb :>ly l Yamı Ky Jt_ ‚DSTYy whsLyA 7r SIht yw, „S50 shall ord

be that S0C5S or Iirom IMY mouth; ıt chall a(811 refiurn eMpTY, but shall
accomplıs. that 1C| please, and PTOSPCI in the ıng for 1C| sent 1t“ (Is

should add that, in the Gospels, ıt 15 saıd of Jesus that he WOUuU spea
the crowd 0)el  @” who has authorıty“ (EZ0VCLAV), and noT ıke the Scribes, Ma
4:29)
The divine and prophetic dabar 15 hereby presented 4A5 ord ıc proclaıms and
accomplishes that 1C| ıt has uttered, otherwise alls upDON the lıstener
accomplısh ıt 'Thıs does NnOoL In the least ıth the fundamental questions
raıised by James arr the atter of däbär 31 What interests here 15 the
Ology of the utterance, ıts moods and ıts ifects If Can ShOw that ONn  e mMaYy do
things wıth words in all languages, and that ven COTNINON mortal’s speech 1S,
gıven the rıg] condıitions, performatıve, mMaYy better understand that 16
SOMMEC apPCAars be exclusıve traıt of Classıcal Hebrew, openıng the WaYy
dangerous semantic m1sconceptl10ns.

elıeve ıt 15 possible roceed in INOTIE systematic Wädy, hrough the
iıdentification and cataloguıing of the performatıve and ıllocutionary verbs of
Classıcal Hebrew; hrough the study of theır semantıcs and the description of the
WaYysS in 1C the speech-acts of 1DI11CcCa characters coul be qualified and
eventually classıfıed. Thıs endeavour WOU be of interest. In the
meantıme, VE ımıted studıes ındıvıdual textual areas‘2 have shown that ın the
discourses of Deuteronomy, wıthın the prophetic call narratıves, the speech-acts
attrıbuted the Divinıty the prophets AI heavıly verdıictive exercıtıive ıth
respect the speech-acts of characters who do NnOL play authorıtatıve role.
When God speaks INan, he does NOL uUSC, in thıs CaSo, colloquıal models of
1alogue, but proclaıms, cCcommands, makes promıises, conforming Hıs ord the
achtwort of the absolute sovereıgn. Thıs contradıcts SOMMEC of the theorıes of

Ramsey’s book, Religio0us Language, London 195% partıcularly ch 3’ has long ecen
consıdered classıc In thıs fıeld; S Iso WJ Samarın (ed.), anguage in Religio0us Practice,
Rowley, Ma 1976 (esp. the artıcle of Ravenhill, Religious Utterances and the Theory of
Speech-Acts, 26-39); Wonneberger, Hecht, Verheißung und Versprechen. Eıne
theologische und sprachanalytische Klärung, Göttingen 1986; and finally Tambiıiah, Form
and Meanıng of Magiıcal cts: Point of View, 1n Horton, Finnegan S, Modes of
Thought, London 1973, Valuable data aIrc Iso be found ın the study of Juridıical
Janguage.
31 See Barr, The Semantics of Bıblıcal anguage, Oxford 1962,
372 See Zatellı, La cComunicazıone verbale ne] „Deuteronom10“ ıIn all’espressione
del dıvino, tt1ı Memorie del’ Accademıa Oscana dı Scıenze Lettere E Colombarıa“ 44’

30, 197/9, 1-13; 1d., La chiamata dell’uomo da dı Dıo nella Bıbbia a] vaglıo della
„discourse analysıs“, Rıvısta Bıblıca 3 'g 1990, 13-26
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advocates of 1alogıica. heology, such Martın Buber and Franz Rosenzweig (who
have propose: personal relatiıonshıip, „Ich und DU between INan and the
Dıivinıty)
Performativıty and „directiveness“, aft theır maxımum, are encountered ıIn the first
creation StOTY in the God creates the unıverse hrough Hıs word.® yhy Wr,
„‚Let there be 1ght!“ of Gen 15 paradıgmatıc performative ormula In the
intentions of the peaker (as well the author), ven though ıt 15 not expressed In
d grammatically CanOnNı1ıC form 15 wıth verb in the fiırst DCISON perfective). It 15

plaın acft of commandment, expressed as 15 possıble in Classıcal Hebrew
hrough the Jussive mMmO00d. In thıs CaS-C, the wriıtten text 15 areful specıfy in
addıtion the appY result of the performatıve: WYAY Wr, „and there Was lıght“
Another well-known example of hıghly directive 1DI1Ca speech-act the
imperative OUN! Gen 12  — lek-I°*k  a) „Get thee 0 E God emandgde!: of
Tam Just for the words urther in Gen 12:8 WY! "hbrm 7r dbr "lyw

„50 Abram went, the Lord had commanded ım feel ıt 15
opportune resort verbs such 4S „ command“ In translations, of
specıfyıng urther the meanıng of >amar and dibber. It WOU also be VC)
interesting re-read of Abraham’s splendı and darıng intervention (not Just
dıalogue between peers) behalf of Sodom (Gen 18:22-33), In the 1g of the
speech-acts eOTY, payıng pecıal attention the perlocutionary ffects Here
Abraham MaNaSCS, crescendo of rhetoric „Behold, pray, take uUDON
spea unftfo the Lord and let NOL the Lord be angrTYy...“), persuadeGod
promise that he wıll the cıty ıf ten Just IR  —3 Can be OUnN: wıthın ıt
An analysıs 1CcC follows the discourse categorı1es, identifıed maiınly DYy Austin, mMay
facılıtate NnOTt only the grammatıcal description of Classıcal Hebrew, but also ıts
translatıon and interpretation in number of The performatıve value of
certaın Oath formulae 15 vVC evıdent, for example, In Gen 14:272 „And Abram Ssal!

the kıng of Sodom 4 ıft (hariımoti hand nfio the Lord Most Hıgh,
er of heaven and earth, (v 23} that wıll NnOL take thread NOT shoe-latchet
NOT that 1C| 1S thıne  %% Ihe words 1C NY hıs rıtual gesture sanctıon
and accomplısh that IC as been solemnly stated.

r S >Another example mMaYy be OUnNn: Deut 37 :40 K y- l-Smym ydy w ” mrt y hy
"nky "Im, A ıft u My hand heaven and Sa y (the equıvalent of A swear“): ‚ASs
lıve orever).“ TIhe commonplace verb mr also has vVC marked ıllocutionary
force In ıts second MGU ENGc In Sam 19:30 „And the kıng saıd unfio hım ‚Why
speakest thou an y INOTIC of thy matters”? Thıs 15 INYy decısıon ( ”amarti ): IThou and
Sıba dıvıde the land’.“
Another element 1C mMaYy underlıne the of performatıve utterances, ÖT
at least of aCTS ıth pronounced ıllocutionary [0LCE, In Classıcal Hebrew, 15 the

of actualızers, such hnh, hywm, w “th, 7& dIC COMMMON In other
languages such Englısh („hereby“ German („Ahiermi but nOTL easıly
encountered in languages uch Italıan. elıeve that the values and functions of
these partıcles should be urther explore In Classıcal Hebrew hnh NLEL Yy "t-A x  rSs
33 Compare thıs ıth the reflections of certaın medieval mystics, such those of USsSanus
(Nıkolaus VO:  >3 Cues), who gIVvESs ON of hıs definıtions of God “Where creation coincıdes
wıth speech“ (De visıone Deı, A-AXI)
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bydw, „Hereby give the and into hıs an (Jud KZX 15 clearly performatıve
utterance.& hnh ymym ym "m-YHWH WKTFTY -DY: ySr z -DYy yYAWI bryt
hd$h, „Behold (thereby solemnly eclare the days shall COMEC the oracle
of the Lord hen 1 will establish NCW wıth the house of Israel and the
house of udah“ (Jer hnh introduces Commıissıve speech-act (the solemn
declaratıon), but WKTTY 15 nof performative (and for that att6r. neıither 15 ıt
perfective).
Formulae such hrbh "rbh, „JI wıll greatliy multıply...“ (Gen and Smw
$ my „J hear, hear Ephraim grieving...“ (Jer COUu be newly read
ıllocutionary lıght, and hereby be consıdered 4A5 aCTts of Covenant(, ASSUTANCC, eiCc
New perspectives mMaYy ODCN uUp well the study of the deictic aSpecCts of Aassıca.
Hebrew specılally pertinent AT the fact that, in certaın 1DI1Ca. deictic
indıcators AI highly concentrated, and their potential for both concentration and
varıety:Pragmalinguistics and Speech-Act Theory as Applied to Classical Hebrew  bydw, „Hereby I give the land into his hand“ (Jud. 1:2), is clearly a performative  utterance.* hnh ymym b°ym n°m-YHWH wkrty °t-byt y$r ”l w”t-byt yhwdh bryt  hd$h, „Behold (thereby [I solemnly declare (that)]) the days shall come — the oracle  of the Lord - when I will establish a new covenant with the house of Israel and the  house of Judah“ (Jer. 31:31). hnh introduces a commissive speech-act (the solemn  declaration), but wkrt£y is not performative (and for that matter, neither is it  perfective).  Formulae such as hrbh ’rbh, „I will greatly multiply...“ (Gen. 16:10) and $mw“  $m“ty, „I hear, I hear Ephraim grieving...“ (Jer. 31:18) could be newly read in an  illocutionary light, and thereby be considered as acts of covenant, assurance, etc...  New perspectives may open up as well in the study of the deictic aspects of Classical  Hebrew. Especially pertinent are the fact that, in certain biblical contexts, deictic  indicators are highly concentrated, and their potential for both concentration and  variety: ... ky °tnw °nhnw °Ih ph hywm klnw hyym, „... but with us, even us, these  things here today all of us being alive“ (Deut. 5:3);  °$r °nky dbr b°znykm hywm,  „.. which I speak in your ears (figuratively and possibly emphatically meaning „to  you“) today“ (Deut. 5:1).®  6. Conclusion  In conclusion, it may be stated than, in the analysis of entire utterances and their  modes of expression, we come up with a fuller and more detailed linguistic  description than we would, say, in analysis of individual lexemes by their distinctive  features. Classical Hebrew appears to be particularly favourable towards this  application of the speech-act theory for a number of its characteristics (texts  through which the language is transmitted tend to be more mimetic than diegetic;  the presence of verbal aspects, etc.). Being a dead language, Classical Hebrew is  about as limited in the application to it of pragmalinguistics and speech-act theory  as it is in the application of other linguistic theories, notably because of the absence  of speakers - the competence (better still, performance) of native speakers - and  the lack of possibilities for the study of intonation, one of the most significant  elements of the speech-act.  Nevertheless the existing corpus seems to offer sufficient matter for adequate and  profitable study; it should be pointed out that the corpus is strongly characterized by  the presence of religious language, and especially prophetic language, a sub-species  of the former. Although samples of „everyday“ language are certainly not lacking,  our results will largely be the analysis of a language in its application to a certain  group of texts, rather than that of a given language as a complete system. Finally, in  dealing with a written text instead of with the speech-acts of live people, the  to be reckoned with.  authors’ intentions, with their cregtive ability (or the veracity of their account) need  M The example is cited in: W. Schneider, Grammatik des biblischen Hebräisch, München  1985, p. 204.  3 See Zatelli, La comunicazione verbale, 5-6.  71Ky ”tnw "nhnw e ph hywm kInw hyym, but wıth UuS, ven uS, these
things here oday all of us eing alıve“ eu 5:3 Ür "nky dbr "znykm hywm,

IC spea In YOUTr Cars (figuratively and possıbly emphatıcally meanıng B
youaeuSI

Conclusıon
In conclusıon, ıt MaYy be stated than, ın the analysıs of entire ufferances and their
modes of eXpress1i0n, COMEC up wıth er and IMOTC etaıled lınguistic
description than WOU. SaYy, in analysıs of iındıyıdual exemes DYy theır dıstinctive
features. Classıcal Hebrew aDPCAITS be partıcularly favourable towards thıs
applicatıon of the speech-act eOrYy for number of ıts characteristics (texts
through 1C) the language 15 transmıtted tend be IMOTE mıimetic than dıegetic;
the of verbal aspects, etc.) Being dead language, Classıcal Hebrew 15
about ımıted in the applıcatıon ıt of pragmalın  ist1Cs and speech-act eOTrYy

ıt 15 ın the applicatıon of other lınguistic theories, notably because of the absence
of speakers the compelence better stıll, performance) of natıve speakers and
the ack of possıbilıties for the study of intonation, on  '4} of the MOSL sıgnıfıcant
elements of the speech-act.
Nevertheless the existing COTDUS er sufficıent atter for adequate and
profitable study; ıt should be pominted Out that the COTDUS 18 strongly characterized Dy
the of relig10us anguage, and especılally prophetic anguage, sub-specıles
of the former. Although samples of „everyday“ anguage dAIiIC certainly NnOL ackıng,
UT results wıll argely be the analysıs of language in ıts applicatıon certaın
grOupß of rather than that of given anguage complete system. Fınally, In
dealing wıth wrıtten text iınstead of ıth the speech-acts of ıve people, the

be reckoned wıth
authors’ ıntenti0ns, wıth theır cregtive abılıty (or the veracıty of theır account) need

The example 15 cıted ın Schneider, Grammatık des bıblıschen Hebräisch, München
1985, 204

See Zatellı, La comuniıcazıone verbale, N
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oschmıiıeder, Zeıtbezug un Sprache Eın Beıtrag ZU[r Aspekt- und

Tempusfrage, Leipzig and Berlın 1929, NCW edıtiıon Darmstadt 1971
[ T'hıs ADPCAaIS be the fırst study have noted that the Hebrew perfect Can have
present meanıng hen actıon 15 spoken of In the fırst CISON, 1C coincıdes
wıth the utterance, CCUTS al the SAadINne tiıme the ufferance. Ihe Ork eals
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generally wıth linguistics and, MOÖTIC iımportantly, cıtes examples selected from
Classıcal Hebrew.]

Macky, The ultıple Purposes of 1DI1Ca Speech Acts, Ihe Princeton
Seminary Bulletin S, 1987, 5()-61
[Varıous PUTDOSCS of speech-acts dICc examıned here, well performatıve
speec| TIhe MOSTL profoun PUTDOSCS aIC, accordıing Macky, „relational“,
„dynamıc“, and „exploratory“.]

Mayer, Untersuchungen ZU[r Formensprache der Babylonischen „Gebets-
beschwörungen“, Roma 1976
[This NCOMPASSCS much useful materı1al for the comprehension of performative
uttferances in Classıcal Hebrew.|

Pardee, Whiting, Aspects of Epistolary Verbal sage ın Ugarıitic and
kadıan, 50, 1987, 1-31
Muc interesting materı1al for the hıstory of the research performative functions
15 contaıned ere

Polk, The Prophetic Persona: Jeremıuah and the anguage of the Self, JISOT
Supplement Series 32, Sheffield 1984
[The work applıes pertinent performatıve language in Jeremiah’s
confessi0ns, according the theoriıes of Austın and Evans.|
AJ Poulter, Rhetoric and Redaction in Deuteronomy Linguistic Criticısm of
1DI1Ca Text, Dıss. Universıity of Cambridge 1989
[The author keenly combines the results of tradıtional redaction eriticısm ıth the
latest contrıbutions of lınguistic eory TIhe lınguistic analysıs f the texT IS tudied

three levels syntactic, semantıc, and pragmatıc.]
Schneıider, Grammatık des bıblıschen Hebräisch, München 1985

[Thıs be the only recent Hebrew STamMMar 1C somewhat
etaıled observatıons performatıve uttferances (performatıve Außerungen) in
biblical Hebrew (PP 04-205).

VOoO  —_ oden, Grundrıiss der akkadıschen Grammatık, oma 19572
(On 104, the concept of „Koinzidenzfall“ 15 iıntroduced In dealıng ıth the perfect:
„aStaprakkum „ich schreıbe dır hıermıt“ (d.h Urc diesen Brief); dıe Aussage ist
hier zugleich dıe andlung e  S

Thiemann, Revelatıon and Theology, Notre Dame, Ind 985
theologically orıented ork 1C| analyses the Gospels distinctive kınd of

divine speech-act (accordıng Austın’s and Searle’s terminology), namely, the
„narrated promise“ of God.]

Thiselton, The uppose Power of Words In 1DI1CcCa Wrıtings, 25 1974,
283-7299
IAn C  ’ 1C evelops the tradıtiıon of earlhier theologıans, such AS

TOCKSC and VO  —_ Rad, who regarde ord eing vVC dıfferent irom that
of man’s rom 1DI1Cca and orjental view). an ın part the iıntroduction of
the Austinıjan categorIies, the author MOTITEC adequate phılosophy of
1D11CcCa language.]

Whıiıte (ed.) Speech Act Theory and 1DI1Ca Criticısm, Semeıla 41, 1988
IAn in-depth and stimulatıng anthology of C55dy>, whıich UD NO comprises the
MOoOst complete and organıc attempt analyze the Bıble accordıng the speech-act
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eOTY. The 15 essentially regarde lıterary COTDUS rather than linguistic
COTDUS The discussions the rapport between speech-acts and lıterature AI both
predomiınant and ınsı  u. Reference 15 often made textual deconstructionist
eOory (currently ne uropean SCHOOI1S). Thıs hıghly important ork mMaYy
help towards better understandıng of the role that the author plays In
the lıterary CX

Wonneberger, eC Verheißung und Versprechen. ıne theologische und
sprachanalytısche ärung, Göttingen 1986

particularly complex, varıed and artıculate study the relıg10us and profane
value of promise and ıts meanıng iın the It bases ıtself upOoN the speech-acts
eOTY 1C| 18 in order bridge the gaD between exegesI1s and ethics.]

Zatellı, COMUNICAZIiONE erbale nel „Deuteronom10“ in all’espressione
del divino, Attı Memorie ell’Accademıa Oscana dı Scienze Lettere
Colombarıa“, 44, 30, 1979, 1-13

linguistic analysıs, ase! upON the speech-act eOTY, of the modes of
communitıcatıon propose Dy the discourses of the Hebrew text of Deuteronomy.]

Zatelli, chıamata dell'uomo da dı Dıi0 nella Bıbbia qa vaglıo della
„diıscourse analysıs“, Rıvısta Bıblıca 38, 1990, 13-26

applicatıon of the speech-act eory the Hebrew texti of the prophetic call
narratıves, 1C depicts the roles of the layers in the actıon.]

Abstract.

In the complex and still fluıid domaın of pragmalınguistics, those linguistic phenomena related
EeIXIS and speech-act theory arc gıven specıal consıderatıion. In the analysıs of Classıcal

Hebrew, the language of the Bıble and of the coeval inscr1ıptions, the description of such
phenomena sheds urther lıght uDONn ıts grammatıcal pecuharıties, semantıc values, and
interpretatıve aspeclts. The dramatıc narratıve which 18 typıcal of the Bıble, INOIC mımetic han
dıegetic, reveals good degree of performatıivıty, ıllocutionary force, ın ManYy eXpressi10ns.
For example, dıalogues Occurrıing between the Dıvinıty and mortals AIC often highly
„verdictive“, that 1S, theır character 1S NOl sımply conversational. hıs may be. urther SCCII in
the Varıous verbs meaniıng U Say“a which al times would be better translated by ' order“, „
command“. The analysıs of complete ufferances and theır modes of eXpression, along wıth
PFrODCTI references con(texlt, offers IMOTC complete lınguistic description and ser1es of
semantıc peculıarıties which may otherwise unobserved.
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