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LINGVISTIKADA MADANIYATLARARO PRAGMATIKA ZARIYASINING RIVOJLANISH
BOSQICHLARI

3TAMbI PASBUTUA TEOPU MEXKYNbTYPHOW MPArMATUKIA B NUHMBUCTUKE

THE STAGES OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE THEORY OF INTERCULTURAL
PRAGMATICS IN LINGUISTICS

Asumosa Canépa XycanBoesHa
Deprarckui [ocyAapcTBEHHLIR YHUBEPCUTET, CTAPLUWIA NpenogasaTens

Annotarsiya

Magoia tishunoslikds madaniyatiararo pragmalika nazanyasining rvoianish bosgichlanga bagishiangan, U XX
asr g'rtalarida paydo boiganidan o hozimgl kungacha ushbly fanning shaklianishidsgl asosiy bosgichiar va bosgichiary
ko'nb chigadi. Madanivaliararo aloga sohasidagl efgkchi ofimiar tomoaonidan fakiif gilingan asosy tushunchalar va
yondashuviar, masalan, nuig akllfan nazaryasi kooperaisiya printsipl, xeshmuomalalik nazanyasi va aloga strategiyvaiarn
tushonchasi fahlil giinad!. Madaniy farglarning muiogotning pragmatik jihatiariga ta'sin va bu farglar nutqg harakatianing
talgin gilisf va igrok elishgsa qanday ta'sir qiishiga afohids etibor qaratiian. Madaniyatiarars pragmalika nazaryasining
turll kentekstiarda amally qolfandishin ko'rseladigan madaniyaliararo fadgiqotiar misalian ko'nb chigiiadi. Asar lingwishk
takifda madany omillarmi hisobga alish muhimiigind fa'kidiaydi va ushbu sohada keyingl ladgigoliar uchun istigbaiiarni
takdlif qiiadi Magoia madaniyaliararo aloga va pragmatikaga giziggan tadgigofchilar, ogifuvchilar va talabafar uchun
foydall boladi

AHRHOMAaWUR

CmameR MOCERIENS 3MaNal DE38UMUS MEecoul MeXKyTemypHOd npasMamury & Rurssucmiuxe B Hed
DECCMEMDUESKIMCE KMHOUESkIE 3MAENs! U 88XU & CMENOsIeHuy 3mol SUCULNNURE, HEYUHER C© ee 3apawdesus &
cepedude XX gexa 00 HECMORWEED EpeEMeNY. AHARUIUDYENMCE OCHO8HLIe Kosuenyuy u modxods, npednoseHYnie
sedVUUMY YYSHEMY & ofracmy MeXEYTEMyDHOD KOMMYHUKSUUL. MErKUe KaX MEecpuR Devcenlx SKmos, RpUHLUT
HOOTEpaULL, MECDUR BE¥NUSOCTIU L XOHUBTUUR ¥OMMyHUKamusHaly cmpamezud Ocofioe sHuMasue yienssmcs
SAURKUK HYTaMVOREX DEINUNUD HE NoasMamuyecsus acnekmel COLUBRUA U MOMY. K8K 3MU DaZIUSHR ERURKM Ha
UHMELNOSMBLWD 1 80CnpUamUe pEYSELiY akmos. PeccMampuesomcs NpUMepsl MEMKEYIEMyDHL Jocnedoaasuld,
KOMOpee GEMONCMDUDIM ADSKkMUYeckos MPUMEREHUE IMeopul MEXFYILmMypHol fpssMamury & paznuuynbx
KoRmexcmax FPsfoma noluspruesenm SswHOCME VUBME KYNMemypHe @SKMOQ0E & NUHZEUCMUYECHKOM SHaMUse U
npednazaem neponekmussr dnR daneHedwux wocredosarud & amod ofingcmy. Cmames Oyfem nonsska dns
ucmeﬂaaamqne&. noenoddsameneld U CMyOEHMOE, UHMEDECYRRLUXCE  MENKVINTYDHOD KOMMYHUKELUED U
npazMamurol

Abstract

The article iz dedicated to the slages of development of intercaftural pragmatics theony in Tnguistics. It examines
the key stages and milesiones in the formmation of this discipline, from ifs inception (i the mid-208h century fo the present
day. The main concepts and approaches proposed by leading scholars in the fiald of intercuitural communication, such
a5 speech act theary, the cogpersiive principle, polifeness theary, and the concept of communicative sirategies, sre
analyzed Special attention is given fo the infiuence of cultural differences on the pragmatic aspects of communication
and how these differences affect the inferprefaffon and perceplion of speech acls. Examples of intercultural studies that
demonstrale the prachical application of intercuitural pragmstics theory In various Conlexis are consigered The work
emphasizes the impoariance of considenng cultural factors in linguistic analysis and offers prospects for futher reseanch
I this area The article will be Lseful for researchers sducslors, and students (nterested in intercultural communication
and pragmatics:

Kalit so'zlar: madanivatlararm gragmatiks. ungwsmr nazanya. aloga, madaniy o'zaro ta'sir, tarixiy rivajlanish

Knwtegbie chosa:; MSXEVILTVONER MOSSMAMUKS, MUKEELCMUYSCHER MeopUs, KOMMYHUKSUUE, KYTeMyDs0e
giaumodedomene, UCMODUYECKoe paseumue.

Key words: infercuffural pragmafics, linguistic theory, commomicalion, culfurs! interaction, historical
development

INTRODUCTION
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Intercultural pragmatics i1s a subfield of linguistics that examines how people from different
cultural backgrounds use language to interact and convey meaning. This discipline 1s crucial for
understanding the nuances of cross-cultural communication and the potential for
miscommunication. The development of intercultural pragmatics has been influenced by varous
linguistic theories and methodological approaches. This article aims to outline the stages of
development in this field, from its inception to its current state.

METHODS

This study employs @ histonical and analytical approach to trace the development of
intercuftural pragmatics. It involves a review of seminal works, key theories, and methodological
innovations that have contributed to the field. The analysis is struciured chronclogically,
highhighting significant milestones and theoretical advancements. The histarical approach involves
a chronological review of the development of intercultural pragmatics. By examining the historical
context in which key theories and methodologies emerged. this study provides a comprehensive
understanding of the field's evolution. This approach helps identify the progression of ideas and the
influence of sociopaolitical and academic contexts on the development of intercultural pragmatics.
An analytical appreach is employed to critically assess the contnbutions of major theorists and
sfudies. This involves analyzing seminal works, identifying core concepts, and evaluating their
impact on the field Key texts and research articles are scrutinized to understand their
methodologies, findings, and implications for intercultural pragmatics. A thorough Iiterature review
is conducted, covering foundational texts, major theories, and contemporary research.

Identifying Key Texts and Authors: Works by foundational figures such as Ferdinand de
Saussure, J L. Austin, John Searle, Dell Hymes, and Istvan Kecskes are reviewed to understand
their contributions and the development of core concepts in intercultural pragmatics. The evolution
of major theories, including speech act theory, politeness theory, and discourse strategies, Is
traced. The review examines how these theones have been adapied and expanded in interculiural
contexts. The study examines the methodological innovations that have enabled deeper insights
into intercultural pragmatics. This includes the development of ethnographic methods, discourse
analysis, and experimental designs that have been used to study cross-cultural communication.

Comparative analysis is used to highlight differences and similanties in intercultural
pragmatics across vanous culiures. This involves comparing studies from different cultural contexts
to identify universal principles and culture-specific variations in pragmatic behavior. The findings
from the historical, analytical. and comparative approaches are synthesized fo provide a coherent
narrative of the development of intercultural pragmatics. This synthesis highlights key stages,
influential theories, and significant milestones, offering a comprehensive overview of the field's
progression.

Integration of Multidisciplinary Perspectives. Intercultural pragmatics intersects with several
disciplines, including sociolinguistics, anthropology, and psychology. The methods section
integrates perspectives from these fields to provide a holistic view of how intercultural
communication is studied. This interdisciplinary approach ennches the analysis by incorporating
diverse methodologies and thearetical frameworks.

To illustrate the practical application of intercultural pragmatics theones, several case
studies are included. These case studies provide concrete examples of intercultural interactions,
highlighting the application of theoretical concepts in real-world scenanos. The case studies are
selected based on their relevance and contnbution to the understanding of interculiural
communication dynamics. For contemporary research, data collection methods include surveys,
interviews, and observational studies. These methods are used to gather empirical data on
intercultural communication practices. Data analysis involves both qualitative and quantitative
techmiques, allowing for a comprehensive examination of the collected data The study
acknowledges potential limitations, such as the reliance on published literature, which may not
cover all perspectives and developments in the field Additionally, the histoncal scope may
overlook recent advancements that are yet to be widely recognized or published. By employing
these methods, the study aims to provide a detalled and nuanced understandmng of the stages of

development in the theory of intercultural pragmatics within linguistics.
LITERATURE REVIEW
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The roots of intercultural pragmatics can be traced back to the early 20th century with the
rise of structural linguistics. Ferdinand de Saussure’'s Course in General Linguistics [5] laid the
groundwork by inftroducing concepts of the signifier and signified, which helped linguists
understand how meaning is constructed within different cultural contexts. Roman Jakobson
expanded on these ideas. particularly in his work on the functions of language, emphasizing how
communication is influenced by various factors, including culture [7]. The mid-20th century saw the
emergence of pragmatics as a distinct field, heawvily influenced by J L. Austin and John Searle.
Austin's How to Do Things with Words [1] introduced the concept of speech acts, which examine
how utterances can function as actions in communication. Searle further developed these ideas in
Speech Acts. An Essay in the Philosophy of Language [4], providing a framework for analyzing
how meaning is constructed in context, which is crucial for understanding intercultural interactions.
In the 1970s and 1980s, polieness theory emerged as a significant focus within pragmatics.
Penelope Brown and Stephen Levinson's work Politeness: Some Universals in Language Usage
[2] examined how poiiteness strategies vary across cultures, offering insights into the norms and
expectations that guide intercultural communication. Concurrently, researchers like Dell Hymes
and John Gumperz emphasized the importance of cultural norms in language use. Hymes'
ethnographic approach to sociolinguistics [B] and Gumperz's work on discourse strategies [3]
highlighted how cultural background influences communication styles and the interpretation of
meaning. The Rise of Intercultural Pragmatics. The late 20th century saw the formalization of
interculiural pragmatics as a distinct subfield. Istvan Kecskes' contributions were particularly
influential. In his book Intercultural Pragmatics [4], Kecskes emphasized the dynamic and
interactive nature of intercultural encounters, considering factors such as context, intention, and
interpretation. Kecskes' work has been pivotal in integrating insights from pragmatics,
sociolinguistics, and intercultural communication to form a cohesive understanding of how different
cultures communicate.

Recent research in intercultural pragmatics has expanded to include new methodologies
and interdisciplinary perspectives. For instance, the use of experimental and corpus-based
methods has provided empirical data to support theoretical claims. Studies like those by Spencer-
Oatey [10] in Culturally Speaking: Culture, Communication and Politeness Theory have integrated
psychological perspectives, examining how cognitive processes interact with cultural norms in
communication. Moreover, the increasing focus on globalization and digital communication has
opened new avenues for research, exploring how intercultural pragmatics operates in wvirfual
envircnments and multinational contexts [11].

CONCLUSION

The development of intercultural pragmatics in linguistics has been marked by several key
stages, each contributing to a deeper understanding of cross-cultural communication. From early
structuralist theories to contempaorary integrated approaches, the field has evolved to address the
complexites of intercultural interactions. Future research in intercultural pragmatics will likely
continue to build on these foundations, explonng new dimensions of cultural and linguistic diversity.
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