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INGLIZ TILIDAGI NUTQ AKTLARINING GRAMMATIK XUSUSIYATLARI
MPAMMATUYECKUE OCOEEHHOCTU PEYEBBIX AKTOB B AHITIMMCKOM A3bIKE
THE GRAMMATICAL FEATURES OF SPEECH ACTS IN ENGLISH

Qo‘chgarov Isoxon Musojonovich -
Farg'ona daviat universiteti, ingliz til o'gituvchisi

Annoratsiya

Ushbu tadgigol ingliz tifidagi nutg aktiarining grammalik va pragmatik xususivatlarni o'rganib, warming fokulsion
kuchi va periokutsion fa'sinni shakfianlinshda G tuziimalan ganday rol oynashint @il giladi. Tadgigol nutg aktlan
nazamyasioa asosianib, wlami lokutsion, dokulsion ve perlokutsion daraialangs araladi Dexlarafiv, imperafiv va
interrogatlv gapfar, shuningdek, modal va perormaliv fe'llardan foydalangan holda ma'no va harakat yaralilishi
o'rganifgan. Sifatlil metodologiva asosida adabiy maitnfar, mulogot parchalar va ommaviy axborol vositalan fahil qiingy.
Tadgigot natijalan ingiiz tilida bitvosita nuty akliarning keng famalganiiging va warning odob va jtimoiy fotoviik
me'yarianga mos kelishini ko'rsatadl. Dekiarativ gaplar kopincha assertiv, kKomissiv va ekspressiv aktlami ifodalaydl
imperafiv gaplar esa ko'pincha buyruglami bifdiradi. Interrogaliv gaplar modal fe'llar {couid, would) bilan yvumshatilgan
hoilda bilvosita sorov vazifasini bajaradi. Tadgigo! grammatik fuZilmalar va pragmatik kontekstiarming bir-biriga bogliq
ekaniigini ochib beradl. nghiz tiida nutg sktlanning bilvosita va modal jihatdan boviigi mustaqillik, hormat va itimaiy
muvozanat kabi gadryatiami aks eltiradi. Ushbu grammatik va pragmatik o'zaro ta'sir titning mosfashovchanliginl va
samarall kommunikatsiyadagl ahamiyalini ko'rsafadl. Kelgusidagi tadgigoliar nutg aktlari grammalikasini tahlil gilishda
tillararo tagqosiash va ragamil kommunikgtsivaning fa'sinnl organishga yonaltinlishl mumidin.

AHHOMAaYUR

fandoe vccnedogakue UIVYSEm spaMMamUyeckue U npgeMamuYeckus ocofeHHOCMU DPEUEShX aMmoe 8
SHEZNUUCKOM AZLIKG, aHaNUIUDYR, KaK F3LMoSke CMpyRmMyos! OpMUDYROM UMTOKYMUSHYID CLUTY U NepRoKymusHsil
agbesm.  MococnedosaHue ONUDSSMCH Ha MEeOpuX peyesklx SKMOos, KOmMopas denum ux Ha  TOKYMUSHLIE,
LAAOKYMUEHSLIE U TEQMOXYIMUSHEE a4Mel. FECCMampUeaimeR GexnapamueHaie. UMMERamUeHLIE U eONMDOCUMEenaHEie
npediowerur, &8 makke MmodansHee U nep@dopMamusHsie andeoisl, UChombIveMure dnA cosdanus 3HGYeHUR U
dedcmeun.  MCNoNe3088N080E HAYECMSEHHAR MemoOOMOZUR, SHMIOYSHILLER &HEAUZ TUMEDSMYDHEIY  IMERCMOE,
Bp3EMERMOR DARE0S00HOD Peyy U Heauf.jﬁux LCMOYHUKOS. Pe3ynemamsl MOKasbieaiom, Umo KOCeeHHsle peyeesie
SKMEl  RENAIOMCE XE8PSKMepHod YepmoU GHSULCKO20 AIkME, OMPEwaR KVYNeMYDHLIE HODML! SeXTUSOCTL U
nod0ep¥aHUR 23DMOKUL & MEeXTUUHOCMHBEL OMHCWEeHURX. [exknapamueHeie Noednowesyr YECMo Balpaxam
SCCENMUBHBIE, KOMUCCUSHBE U IXCTDECCUSHLIE KMl B MO BPEMA KaK UMiepamiuesl nosctnadawnm e dupekmusay.
BonpocumensHeie NpedioseHys Hepadkn ghIMONHRKM QYHNLUK KOCEERHELY MpoChd, CMAZYEHHBIX MOdameHBIML
anaeomamy (couwld, wouwldl. HMocnedogakue moduepKueasm 83aUMOCERL Mexdy epaMMamuYyeckuMy cmpyEmynasMy 1
NpasMamMUYecKUM KOHMEKCMoM, Pevysskie amb! SHENUUCKOE0 R3bika SKUSHMUDVIOM SHUMSHUE Ha HEnpAMome u
MOJaMeHO0  HOBHCUDOSKE.  OMPE¥aR  UeHHOCMU SeMOoNOMUL,  VesWweHURs U coyuansHoss Oanadca.  3mo
gsauModedcmene Mexdy epaMMamurcd U npaemamukcd GeMoHCMPUDYEM afanmusHioCms S3biKa U B0 FHEYLMOCMA
anrR aghbermuerol KoMMyHURSUUY, B dameHeliues MORHO U3yYUMEs ERUARHUE LUGhpoa0d KOMMYHUKSLULU U Nposecmu
MEXBAZLIKOSEIE COSEHEHUR & BHAMUIE ZDAMMEMUKL DEYSELIX GKMOE.

Abstract

This study examines the grammatical and pragmatic features of speech acts in English, explonng how linguistic
structures shape their ilfocutionary force and perfocufionary effects. Grounded in speech act theory, which categorizes
Speech acts info locufionary, locutionary, and perfocufionary dimensions, the resesarch nvestigates the wse of
declarative, imperative, and inferrogalive sentences, a5 well a3 modal and performative verbs, in creating meaning and
action. A qualifative methodology was employed analyzing data from iferary texis, conversafional excerpls, and media.
The findings reveal that indirect speech acts are a prominent feature in English, reflecting cuftural norms of politeness
and maintaining inferpersonal Rarmony. Ceclarative senfences offen encode assertives, CoOmMMIBSIVeSs, and 8XDressives,
while imperafives dominate directives. [nferrogatives frequently function as indirect requests. soffened by modal verbs
lite could or would. The study highlioghts how culfural and pragmalic contexts influence the grammatical realizalion of
speech acls. English speech acls emphasize indirectness and modal nuance, undersconng values such as autonomy,
respect, and social rapport. This interpiay between grammar and pragmatics offers insights info the adaptive nature of
language and its role in faciiitating effective communication. Future researnch. couwld explore cross-linguisiic compansons
and the impact of digital communication on speech act gramimar.
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INTRODUCTION

Language functions not only as a medium for conveying infermation but also as a toal for
performing actions. This dual function of language is encapsulated in speech act theory, a
concept pioneered by J.L. Austin [1] and later expanded by John Searle [8] At its core, speech
act theory posits that when people speak, they are not merely stating facts or shanng information;
they are also performing actions, such as making promises, giving commands, of expressing
feelings. This perspective highlights the dynamic and action-onented nature of language, moving
beyond the traditional view of language as a passive vehicle for communication.

Speech acts are generally categorized into three types: locutionary, illocutionary, and
perlocutionary acis. A locutionary act periains to the literal meaning of an utterance, focusing on
the linguistic content and its grammatical structure. An illocutionary act refers to the intended action
behind the utterance—what the speaker aims to achieve, such as reguesting, commanding, or
apologizing. Finally, a perlocutionary act considers the effect of the utterance on the listener, such
as persuading, comforting, or alarming them. These three dimensions underscore the intricate
relationship between language and its functional use in social interactions[1, 79].

Central to the effectiveness of speech acis are their grammatical features, such as syntax,
modality, and the use of specific verbs. The grammatical structure of an utterance often determines
its illocutionary force or the intended action it conveys. Declarative sentences are frequently
used for making statements or assertions, imperative sentences are used for commands or
requests, and interrogative sentences are employed for asking questions. Additionally, modal
auxiliaries (e.g., can, must should) and performative verbs (e.g.. promise, apologize. declare)
play a significant role in shaping the meaning and strength of speech acts [5, 47].

This study delves into the grammatical features of speech acts in English, analyzing how
the interplay of syntactic structures, modal auxiliaries, and performative verbs contributes to their
illocutionary force. By examining declarative, imperative, and interrogative forms, this research
seeks to provide a deeper understanding of how linguistic elements shape the functional
dimensions of speech. Furthermore, the study sheds light on how these features enhance the
speaker's ability to influence, persuade, and interact with their audience, highlighting the pragmatic
and performative power of language.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Austin’s Performative Hypothesis: Austin emphasizes the role of performative verbs in
distinguishing statements from actions (e.g., "| promise," "l apologize”).

Searle’s Classification: Searle categorizes speech acts into assertives, directives,
commissives, expressives, and declarations [5]

Politeness and Pragmatics: Zhang highlightes how grammatical structures in speech acis
reflect politeness strategies in English [8].

Cross-Cultural Insights: Owen examines how syntactic structures of speech acts vary
across languages [4].

While previous studies focus on the theoretical and pragmatic aspects, this research delves
into the grammatical nuances of speech acts in English, connecting form with function.

METHODS

This study employs a gualitative methodology to investigate the grammatical and pragmatic
aspects of speech acts in English. Data were sourced from literary texts, conversational excerpis,
and media, ensuring a diverse range of contexts and speech act functions. The analysis was
structured around three key dimensions of speech acts.

+ Sentence types (declarative, imperative, interrogative)

+ \erbal forms (modal and performative verbs).

+ Pragmatic context (illocutionary force and perlocutionary effect).
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Indirect speech acts are a prominent feature in Englsh, often used to convey meaning
subtly while maintaining politeness or reducing imposition. Example: It's quite cold in here, isn't it?
While structurally a declarative, the utterance functions as a request to close a window or adjust
the temperature.

Such constructions rely on shared contextual understanding between speaker and listener.
Indirectness adds layers of meaning, allowing speakers to express intentions without being overtly
commanding. This aligns with English cultural norms, where politeness and maintaining
interpersonal harmony are highly valued [6].

Declarative Speech Acts

Declarative sentences are foundational for assertive and commissive acts.

Structure: Subject + Verb + Object.

Example: "I promise to help you tomorrow."

The performative verb promise explicitly signals commitment.

In commissives, declaratives often include modal verbs like will or shall:

"l will ensure it is done.”

Declaratives also encode expressives:

"| regret saying that"

Imperative Speech Acts

Imperatives dominate in directives, such as commands and requests.

Structure: Base Verb (+ Modifier).

Example: "Close the door.”

The absence of a subject adds urgency.

Adding softeners like "please” mitigates imposition:

"Please close the door."

MNegative imperatives signal prohibitions:

"Don't forget to call.”

Interrogative Speech Acts

Interrogatives often function as indirect directives.

Structure: Auxiliary Verb + Subject + Main Verb.

Example: "Could you help me?"

Modal verbs like could and would indicate politeness.

Tag questions balance assertion and inquiry:

"You'll help me, won't you?"

Modal Verbs

Modals significantly impact the illocutionary force of speech acts:

Possibility: "May | borrow your pen?”

Obligation: "You must submit your work "

Tentative Suggestion: "We might consider this option."

Modal verbs align with cultural norms of politeness and hierarchy in English [4].

Performative Verbs

Performative verbs explicitly indicate the act being performed:

Examples: apologize, declare, request, promise.

Example: "| hereby declare the meeting open.”

Such verbs are often reinforced with adverbs like hereby or phrases like | solemnly swear.

Pragmatic and Cultural Implications

The grammatical realization of speech acts reflects the profound intersection of language,
culture, and societal norms. English, with its strong emphasis on politeness and indirectness,
demonstrates how cultural values shape linguistic expressions. Modal verbs and interrogative
structures are frequently employed to soften directives and requests, creating a less imposing tone
and fostering posiive social interactions. For instance, phrases like *Could you please pass the
sait?’ exemplify the indirectness charactenstic of English politeness sirategies, which prionitize the
listener's comfort and autonomy.
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Cultural expeciations play a significant role in modulating the illocutionary force of speech
acts. In hierarchical contexts, indireciness conveys respect, while in egalitarian settings, it
maintains mutual rapport. This reflects broader cultural priorities, such as the value placed on
individualism and interpersonal harmony in English-speaking societies. Understanding these
pragmatic and grammatical nuances allows for better cross-cultural communication and highlights
the adaptive nature of language in reflecting and reinforcing social norms.

CONCLUSION

The grammatical features of speech acts in English underscore the interplay between form
and function. Declarative, imperative, and interrogative sentences, along with modal and
periormative verbs, create nuanced layers of meaning and action. By linking grammatical
structures to their pragmatic effects, this study highlights the centrality of language in social
interaction.

The study underscores the adaptability of grammatical features in English speech acts,
revealing how language reflects the cultural and social priorities of its users. The prominence of
indirectness and the nuanced use of modal and performative verbs showcase the flexibility and
sophistication of English as a tool for effective communication. Maoreover, the interplay between
grammar and pragmatics demonstrates that linguistic choices are not arbitrary but deeply rooted in
context and intention. Recognizing these dynamics can aid language leamers and cross-cultural
communicators in navigating complex interactions with greater awareness and precision.
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