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General Overview of the Research

The research paper deals with the contrastive study of functioning
of pragmatic markers on the material of two unrelated languages -
English and Georgian political media discours:. Pragmatic markers
as illocutionary force indicating devices can be found almost in all
languages. Hardly can a language be found with no linguistic means
of expressing the illocutionary force of assessment, conclusion, evi-
dence, conrrast and so on. But the peculiarities of their functioning
and realisation differ from one language to another; as they depend
on the linguocultural peculiarities of the nation and the language
itself.

In modern linguistics a pragmatic aspect of functioning of a cer-
tain linguistic phenomenon appears first of all in the centre of atten-
tion when analysing it. The conditions for comraunication, its aim,
the communicants, the type of communication, ways of communi-
cating as wzll as the interrelation of communicants are all taken into
account. The world continuum or any segment of it can be realized
differently in different languages. Differences can be spotted in the
culture of conducting a discourse which is to be explained with dif-
ferent ways of thinking and cultural differences.

The actuality of the research is conditioned by the following fac-
tors:

The phenomenon of pragmatic markers has r.ot been studied thor-
oughly yet, despite the fact that pragmatic mar<ers have been in the
centre of linguistic attention for the several lust decades. It is par-
ticularly trae for Georgian linguistics as there aze only few stucies
conducted in this direction.

The functioning of pragmatic markers has n2ver been the subject
of an interdisciplinary study in a contrastive way. The linguocultur-
ological aspect of functioning of pragmatic markers has never been
studied through contrastive analysis on the material of English and
Georgian languages.

The actuality of the research is also conditioned by the fact that
political media discourse is more and more becoming the subject of
linguistic study on a world scale. It is not surprising since the inter-
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est of the society towerds the mechanisms and means of political
communication is increasing which itself is a complex mechanism
and that is why it frequently appears to be the subject of the inter-
disciplinary study.

“The study of the issues connected to the discourse management
is urgent in modern pelitical ¢ ication as of the prereq
to achieve its main goals. Pragmatic markers are such units of a lan-
guage which perforr crucial function in the mentioned issue.

Modern researchers consider an interview to be one of the popu-
lar forms of language realisation and that this realisation varies from
one language to another. The study of genre peculiarities of an inter-
view makes it easy to understand the choice on this or that marker
made by the interloc ators in political media discourse.

The actuality of the present work can also be explained by the
lack of the papers in contrastive pragmatics that enables to reveal the
pragmatic strategy of using pragmatic markers in politica! interview.
Adequate understanding of communicative behaviour in different
language cultures guarantees avoiding mistakes, misundarstandings
and communicative failure.

The purpose of the research is to: a) define the status of pragmat-
ic markers, work out their functional-semantic typology and define
peculiarities of functioning of pragmatic markers considering the
aspects of political media discourse;

b) revezl the uriversals in accordance with the subject matter
and after discussing the peculiarities and conducting the contrastive
anzlysis reveal the similarities and differences in the principles of
functioning of pragmratic markers in the two unrelated “anguages -
English and Georgiar;

¢) generalise the findings through the modern linguistic paradigms
(anthropocentric-communicative and linguoculturological ones).

d) formulate the concept of pragmatic markers as specific lingual
units.

In accordance witl the general purpose of the research the fol-
lowing rasks are set:

1. The essence, features, history of study and methodology of
pragmatic markers zre studied;
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2. An interview as a genre and aspects of political media
discourse are discussed;

3. The principles of contrastive pragmatics and the role of the
Speech Acts Theory in this branch of pragmatics are studied;

4. A cata corpus for analysis based on empirical matenal of
English and Georgian political interviews is created in order to study
the features of each type of pragmatic markers and contrast them in
the two languages;

5. The correlation of functioning of the subject matter of
the study in the two contrasted languages is identified through
generalising the findings and statistic results; '

6.  Linguo-pragmatic and linguoculturological principles of
functioning of pragmatic markers in political media discourse
are  shown through anthropocentric-communicative  and
linguoculturological paradigms.

The subject matter of the research and its aims require certain
methodology. A linguistic phenomenon like pragmatic markers needs
to be appreached in a complex way. For this reason methodology
of the research is based on anthropocentric-communicative and

rological approaches which gave the opportunity to
conduct an effective contrastive analysis and show the peculiarities
of function'ng of pragmatic markers in politicil media discourse in
English and Georgian.

To settle the following tasks the concrete methods are used: the
method of contrastive analysis, semantic, syntactic and pragmatic
interpretation of linguistic units, methods of empirical study,
classification and conversation analysis. Contrastive analysis gives the
opportunity to reveal functional peculiarities of pragmatic markers
in English and Georgian political media discourse. The contrastive
analysis has been conducted on the basis o direct contrast, as
supposedly this way of contrast is far easier aad more illustrative.
The main importance is given to English, which is contrasted to
Georgian.

The real essence and features of a certain linguistic unit can be
most affectively revealed by contrasting it in two languages. Con-
trastive analysis gives the opportunity to identify specific features
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of a language that would be hard to identify through intralinguistic
study. That is the reason of my supposing that it would be very pro-
ductive to contrast (ke functioning of pragmatic markers in English
and Georgian media discourse.

The language of a speaker should be analysed considering the in-
dividuality, way of thinking, world view, national cultur2 and prac-
tical activities. Contrastive study of political media discoarse in this
context should be cor sidered to be the interesting, urgent and mean-
ingful aspect of the stucy.

The research resource is the corpus to be analysed consisting of
interviews chosen from English and Georgian printed and internet
media from section of politics (total 47 interviews). According to the
airns of the present work 1000-1000 pragmatic markers were found
in cach segment of the corpus. The Georgian segment consists of
36 interviews from the newspapers: Kviris Palitra, Qronika, Asaval-
Dasavali and from the news agency Interpressnews. The English
segment consists of 11 interviews from the websites as follows: WWW.
guardian.co.uk, www.independent.co.uk, www.realciearpolitics.
com, www.rollingstone.com, Www.nytimes.corm.

I'he novelty of the research is determined by the fact that it is
the first time when on the basis of three dimensional linguosemiotic
contrastive analysis the isomorphisms and alomorphisms between
functioning of pragmatic markers in political media discourse are
revealed in the two contrasted languages. Moreover, the languistic
units in Georgian, thet according to the present work are considered
to be pragmatic markers, are analysed in the framework of mod-
ern linguistic paradigms (anthropocentric-communicative and lin-
guoculturological ones).

The theoretical value of the present work is determined by the
methodological principles of the research and the findings the unity
of which clearly describes pragmatic markers as specific linguistic
units and their linguistic and linguoculturological peculiarities. The
work will contribute to the development of Contrastive Pragmatics;
particularly it will help in dealing with the problems ccnnected to
researching pragmatiz markers.

The findings may become the basis for further studies, for example
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to conduct more specific analysis of functioning of Georgian
pragmatic markers on the basis of the given findings.

practical value of the research lies in the fact that the
results of the research and the authentic material used in the
work can be used at higher educational instituticns for theoretical
courses and seminars on contrastive linguistics, linguopragmatics
and communicative linguistics, the language of the press and. text
analysis. The findings could also be interesting not only for those
interested in linguistics as well as for those interested in journalism.
The research will help language learners to improve speaking, skills
and language competence. The research will also contribute to the
translation studies from Georgian into English o vice versa.

The structure of the work is determined by tae objectives of the
research, It consists of 171 computerized pages ard contains an in-
troduction, & chapters and a conclusion followed oy references and
the data corpus.

In the introduction the arguments for the choice of the subject
matter of the study is given, the scientific novelty and the signifi-
cance of the research work, its theoretical and practical value, the
background history of the research and its expected results are
pointed out.

hﬁeﬁntm-wwdcm&mwd

Markers" a theoretical explanation of “he basis of contras-
tive study of pragmatic markers is given. The essence of pragmatic
markers, history of the study, approaches, problams of terminology
and methods of research are outlined after systematic formulation of
the theoretical-methodological basis of the research.

The second chapter - "Theoretical Basis of Anilysing Political In-
terview” is dedicated to the formulation of the theoretical basis of
analysing a political interview and discusses the topics like problem
of genre in linguistics, description of an interview as a genre. Inter-
view as an act of communication is analysed from the point of view
of speech acts theory and presented as a double process of commu-
nication. Finally, the main aspects of political redia discourse are
outlined which should necessarily be taken into account while con-
ducting a linguopragmatic analysis of pragmatic markers.
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The third chapter - *Contrastive Linguopragmatic Analysis of
Functioning of Pragmatic Markers in English and Georgian” is dedi-
cated to the contrastive linguopragmatic empirical research of func-
tioning of pragmatic markers in English and Georgian political in-
terview on the basis of the authentic material. Namely, according
to the presented classification, each type of the pragmatic markers is
described and contrasted in the Georgian and English political dis-
course. The correspondence of the illocutionary force expressed by
the pragmatic markers, to the aspects of political media discourse on
the one hand, and 1o the pragmatic categories on the other, is also
analysed. '

The conclusion s immerises the main findings and results of the
research.

The main findings of the research have been presented as papers
at scienufic international conferences (MODERN INTERDISCI-
PLINARISM AND HUMANITARIAN THINKING, Akaki Tsereteli
State University, Kutaisi; 11 international scientific conference LAN-
GUAGE AND CULTURE, Kutaisi; II international scier tific confer-
ence INTERCULTURAL DIALOGUES, Iakob Gogebashvili State
University, Telavi), scientific sessions at Akaki Tserete'i State Uni-
versity and scientific seminars and colloquiums at the English Philol-
ogy Department, Akaki Tsereteli State University. The dissertation
was presented and approved by the English Philology Department
staff meeting on January 15, 2014.
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The Main Content of the Wark

In the first chapter - "Theoretical Basis of Contrastive Study of
Pragmatic Markers" a theoretical basis of contrastive study of prag-
matic markers is explained. Nowadays contrastive linguistics is
breaking out of its traditional framework within which the phono-
logical, syntactic and semantic levels of a language are considered to
be the object of contrastive research. The number of researchers do-
ing the contrastive study of a language on a textual level has greatly
increased recently. Subsequently, it has given rise to the develop-
ment of a new branch within contrastive linguistics - contrastive
pragmatics.

The objec: of contrastive pragmatics is linguistic variations, 1.e.
similarities and differences between a mother tongue and the lan-
guage to be studied. It also studies pragmatic competence that in-
cludes the ability of perceiving and presenting communicative or
speech act in the target language in certain speech situations, which
is a weak point of language students. The potential source of mis-
takes, difficulties and interference according to this approach is con-
sidered to be the alomorphisms between languages. The main sub-
ject of interest of Contrastive Pragmatics is the pragmatic issues of
intercultural language study due to the fact that a language is an im-
portant part of culture, and contrasting languages certainly involves
contrasting cultures. For example, a simple observation is enough
to spot the difference between the manner of questioning in Eng-
lish and Georgian written political interview - shorter questions are
more commcn in the English segment of the analysing corpus (ex-
ample 1a) than in its parallel Georgian one (example 1b). This differ-
ence reveals the difference in the journalistic culture of questioning
in the two languages:

(1) a) Do you think the country is fearful right now?'

b) s 560l ,,gsGoremo mpbyds” sbgor aodefigigsboss
35b593em3398¢m©? MBYBs BorsdnFonemgds, md sbagy BdsMamggen
3296080 X900 3093 8J3M0 (38 ELIEIFYBICT. FIFIDOMIE,

1 hup/w liti 1 _with_mike_huckab
homl
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Jmsarogool m3nbgbitydo 0z0000:6m30@mddty Byfneie
Bogragah. 98 43)as@GOL 33003060 S@dsm, opm@Ibdo
3abigomaGgBrymo demgargbgdo  oge,  ba@dg  bagGgdeels
019383mBsm0l  3mbigobogol . deGoxgwo  mebdob”  mGo
@oxaegdsy  odhdms @ [oagdregdds  gdeoy ol
3036000b 3e2333¢19B0 @3bogh '

The speech act aalysis is principal among the pragmatic issues.
The findings made by contrastive pragmatics make it clear that
speech acts are universal. Nevertheless, it is too early to make con-
clusions since the discipline is very young and there are a lot of areas
to be studied. It is particularly true for Georgian linguistics as there
are only few studies conducted in this direction.

The Speech Acts Analysis relies on the fact that at least two com-
municants are meant to be the participants of any speech act accord-
ing to the renewed meaning of the concept of communication, Le.
there is not only subjectivity but intersubjectivity to be dealt with.
The role of the speaker is defined not just as essentially active but
a5 an individual having a dialogical nature. His/her act.vity has not
only an object, but an addressee as well. Communicative act con-
sists of subacts, ling istic operations, in which the operators are the
speakers. J. Austin distinguished between three subacts of a speech
act: locutionary, illccutionary and perlocutionary acts.

Every utterance can be presented as a complex sentence, where
the main clause expresses the communicative intention of the speak-
er and the suborcinate clause reflects certain referent al situation.
The peculiarity of the intention of the main sentence is that it is a
certain act. It is presented at least implicitly if not explicitly, but it
can be explicated at any time. The very part of the sentence which
at least implicitly cccompanies every sentence and expresses the
speaker's intention as an act is called the illocutionary force. The il-
Jocutionary force of the utterance is realised with the help of special

| Kviris Palitra, 31/12-¢/01, 2013, # 1(961), pp.3
2 Awatin J. L. (1952). How ro Do Things With Words. London, Oxford University Press
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linguistic means, referred to as Illocutionary Force Indicating De-
vices - IFIDs. Any element of a natural language which can be used
to indicate that an utterance containing that element expresses a
certain illocutionary force is called an illocutionary force indicating
device. Tlocutionary force is realised with the help of various means
in different languages i.e. every language has ts specific means for
realising it, for example: performative verbs, sentence word order,
stress, intonation, punctuation, mood and various pragmatic means
called pragmatic markers. One of the important issues of linguistic
studies of empirical character in the Speech Acts Theory is to study
the functioning of Illocutionary Force Indicating Devices.

The study of pragmatic markers has been in the centre of linguists'
attention for the last several decades. But the interest towards them
arose in 605-70s of the XX century. It was prompted by the articles
the authors of which supposed that there is a linguistic phenomenon
which, according to the observation, subordina:es the context rather
than the rules of syntax. The study of pragmatic markers was main-
tained witk. the development and availability of technical means of
recording, which was developed during the XX century technical
progress. Later, in the end of the XX century, the researchers became
interested in the essence, theoretical status, meaning, functions of
pragmatic markers. Pragmatic markers appear 2 be the subject of
interlanguage and typological studies more and more often. They
are studied synchronically as well as diachronically according to the
aims of study.

The issus concerning pragmatic markers have become various
nowadays. Different aspects of pragmatic markers have appeared in
the sphere of interest of the researchers such as: their semantic po-
tential, mo-phological structure, peculiarities of functioning and so
on. The number of the lingual units that can bz considered as prag-
matic markers increases and even less prototypical markers are paid
attention.

The basic issues paid attention to when analysing pragmatic mark-
ers can be generalised as follows:

e  Syntactic models of pragmatic markers, their possible
position in an utterance considering pragmatic factors;

45



e Semantic features of pragmatic markers, their semantic
potential in a given language or in contrasting languages (functional
equivalents, rather than translational ones are searched in this
case);

*  Morphalogical structure, which can convey information
about the meaning cr function of pragmatic markers;

e  Functions - pragmatic markers can be used with different
functicons in different situations, registers, written or spcken speech,
by people with different gender or social status. It is irteresting to
note, that a given marker may have constant basic meaning but it
cen be interpreted in different ways according to the context.

Pragmatic markers are studied on the basis of authentic data that is
createc with generalising certain empirical material. The findings are
supported with examples and presented mainly using percentages.

The presented work follows the approach to the study of pragmatic
markers which analyses pragmatic markers in the g-ammatical-
pragmatic respect. The prominent representative of this approach
is B. Fraser, who worked out their classification and distinguished
between four classes of pragmatic markers.! According to B. Fraser,
Pragmatic markers are mainly lexical units (unlike Schifrin D, who
thinks there are non-verbal pragmatic markers as well), which do
not contribute to the propositional content of a sentence but signal
various types of messages (that is how they function as indicators
of the illocutionary force), they have a core meaning which can be
expanded by the context and indicates the connection between the
following and the previous utterance the expression of which was
intended by the speaker.

The problem concerning the term of the object of the study is
crucially important due tothe variety inthe approaches, methodology,
terminology and classification in the study of pragmatic markers.
That is because the term helps in proper perception of different
perspectives of a function and status of this or that marker. The status
is to be defined throngh the name before analysis.

The study revealed the fact that different authors use different

| Fraser B., (1996). Pragmatic Markers, Pragmatics 6(2), ed. Briggs Ch. et al, June 1996
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terms to indicate to the subject of study in the papers dedicated to
pragmatic markers. The terms "pragmatic markers" and "discourse
markers" are used by different authors to indicate one and the same
thing, the thing which is realised as "pragmatic rzrker" in my work.
In fact, the concept “pragmatic marker" is wider than "discourse
marker", moreover, the previous one even includes the latest. My
choice of the term was conditioned by its scope, that the concept
"pragmatic marker” is a general term which er compasses forms of
various functions on intersubjective as well as 011 rextual level.

There is another variation which, to my mind, should not be
ignored - the terms "marker" or "particle”. The term "marker" implies
that a given :lement functions as a kind of signal helping the istener
in proper decoding of the message. This term is wider than "particle’,
which denotes to a certain grammatical part of speech as well and
thus, narrows the understanding of the phenomenon of a pragmatic
marker. Moreover, the term “marker" does not limit the formal
expression cf pragmatic markers while the term "particle” implies
the monosyllabic expression of linguistic units.

Pragmatic markers are usually studied with different methods,
but always cn the basis of a certain data corpus or parallel corpora.
It gives an opportunity to reveal interlinguistic equivalents which
are studied in the source language and is contrasted to those in the
target one. The present research is conducted on the basis of a cor-
pus created by me consisting of two parallel - English and Georgian
segments.

The second chapter - "Theoretical Basis of Analysing Political In-
terview" is cledicated to the formulation of the theoretical basis of
analysing a political interview. First of all, the problem of genre in
linguistics is analysed. The concept of genre arid some issues con-
cerning the latter have appeared in the centre of linguistic attention
recently. The interest towards them has been conditioned first of
all, by the fact, that the concept is one of the main structural units
of modern anthropolinguistics. A brief overview cf the issue clearly
shows that the concept "genre" is considered to be a fundamentsl
one in linguistics in studying the means of realisation of communica-
tive intention and the motivation of linguistic choice. Consequently,
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before analysing pragmatic peculiarities of an interview, I think it
necessary to study an interview as a genre.

The popularity of an interview is huge. It is one of the demanded
genres of mass mediz, especially among printed media. The flow of
information spreads fast nowadays. The society depends on informa-
ticn as long as it plays a great role in the life of a modern society.
Moderr journalism aims at transferring information, facts to the so-
ciety - readers, listeners or television viewers as effectively as possi-
ble. That is why the informative genres, like interview which main-
tain objective transfer of information, are distinctively popular.

Interview as a genre has undergone considerable changzs through-
out its history in terras of style, typology and character of function-
ing connected to a sccial context. That is the reason for having dis-
cussed the types and history of development of an interview when
analysing it.

Having studied the mentioned issues the following was conclud-
ed: interview differs according to its forms, This diversity gives mass
media an opportunity to transfer different ideas, facts and discus-
sions to the society. [t is one of the complex genres the function of
which is to express sccial opinion, transfer information from reliable
sources. to promote a respondent and so on.

The chapter also discusses interview as a communicative act from
the point of view of 3peech Acts Theory and presents it as a double
process of communication. The analysis has been considered to be
urzent due to the fact that nowadays, pragmatic aspects play the
leading role in studying speech communication.

The specificity of an interview as a communicative process is
its double character communication 1 - interrelation between a
journalist and a respondent, and communication 2 - interrelation
between a publisher and a reader. This double process is graphically
przsentad in the Diagram Nel:
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Diagram Nel
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The analysis of the components of an interview as a double process of
communication is given in the Table Nel:

Table N¢l
(‘pmponenuufmhmﬁcwntdmﬂlpmceuof
communication

Process of interviewing l
Publishing an inte:view
A journalist
An Editor

Oral or written (depending on
the type of an interview)
A mass media (Publishing
house/a radio station/ a TV company/
the Internet)
Answers by a respondent to the
questions asked by a journalist (this
1 gether with the M
Sent 1 makes dialogicalilty - the main
{arity of an interview as a genre)

)

present but it can rarely be found as
" letter to the editor”, a responding
article or any comment made through

Thus, dialogicality is the main peculiarity whis:h @kes an
interview different from other genres of publicism - interview is a

1 Note: bering of i d their el L ds o the real chro-
nology: commusticative act 1 preparing response 2 (an interview) chronologically precedes
communicative act 2.
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dialogic genre of publicism. It is a double process that determines the
double character of its elements. This peculiarity is the main reason
because of which a newspaper interview as a mediatext can become
an object of various and interesting linguistic researches; moreover,
a newspaper interview is considered to be one of the popular genres
chosen by researchers. All the above mentionad peculiarities, which
make an interview an interesting object of study, should also be
taken intc account when analysing it from pragmatic viewpoint.

Finally, the main aspects of political media d scourse are outlined
which should necessarily be taken into account while conducting
a linguopragmatic analysis of pragmatic markers. It has been con-
cluded that mass media political discourse is 2 communicative phe-
nomenon which arises in the junction of po itical and mass media
discourse types. It is characterised by intenti onality, mass orienta-
tion and rational-cultural specificity. Three main aspects of political
media discourse can be distinguished: informativeness, subjectivity
and ideologicality which maintain all the necessary presupposiions
of manipulating on social understanding. Apar. from the genre pe
culiarities all the revealed aspects must be taken into account when
conducting a pragmatic analysis of a political interview as a mean-
ingful seg nent of mass media discourse. Othe ~wise, the findings and
conclusions will not be relevant.

The third chapter - "Contrastive Lingacpragmatic Anaslysis
of Functioning of Pragmatic Mark in English and Georgian® is
dedicated to the contrastive linguopragmatic empirical research of
functioning of pragmatic markers in English and Georgian politi-
cal interview on the basis of the authentic material. The presented
functional-semantic typology of pragmatic warkers is based on the
classificat.on by B. Fraser.! The choice was co aditioned by the scope
of the work and consistent characterisation of ezch type of pragmatic
markers. The classification is based on the following conception: the
meaning of a sentence, i.e. the information encoded in the utterance
can be split into two constituent parts: on the one hand, there is a
propositicn, it may be complex, which is the truth corresponding

T 1996 - Traser B., (1996). Pragmatic Markers, Pragmacics 6(2), ed. Briggs Ch. et al, June
1996. pp. 167190,
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the reality, a reflection of certain segment Of universal continuum
which is desired by the speaker the listener- to pay attention. This
aspect of sentence eaning is called a propossitional content. On the
other hand, apart from the nominative content there are other types
of a message, which are referred to as the communicative situation.
Thus, two aspects of a sentence ing are distinguished ina-
tive and communicative contents. The previous one reflects a refer-
ential situation, ard the latter reflects a com Tmunicative one.

The commuricative content is connected directly to the concept
of communicative intention which is specified by the illocutionary
force. Nlocutionary force can be expressed with different lingual
means, such as: the syntactic markers of a sentence and various lexi-
cal units, called pragmatic markers. They represent linguistically en-
coded information separated from the propositional content express-
ing the communication intention of a speakeer.

Pragmatic markers have little in common in terms of a form. Any
eloment of a word class can function as a pragmatic marker if it is not
apartof propositional content. Correspondingly, the class of prag-
matic markers is divarse. That is why it is important to distinguish its
types. Each type of the pragmatic markers is analysed ir the present
chapter in English and Georgian and the findings of the contrastive
arialysis are presented.

Basic pragmstic markers carry representational meaning, i.e. they
convey conceptuzl infor mation in addition to the propositional
rmeaning. B. Fraser cistinguished between structural, lexical and hy-
brid basic markers ('bid.).

The most general among the basic pragmatic markers are structur-
a. ones - a syntactic structure of a sentence - affirmative, interroga-
tive and negative. They convey general meaning of the basic mes-
sage, e.g. the affirmative structure of a sentence express a belief of a
speaker that the propositional content is (was or will be) the truth.
For example, a respondent Mike Huckabee tells the journalist:

(2) A good honest debate is a healthy thing, especially when it
comes to something as defining as a war .!

PEST——-

1 hupy ! cl i _with_mike_huckab:
honl,
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First of all he expresses the belief that an hanest debate isa healthy
thing, especially when it comes to something as lefining as a war. But
the type of the belief, whether it is an asserticn, admission, agree-
ment or confirmation - is not specified. It can only be specified, for
example, with the help of explicit performatives. But even in case of
such stylistic variations the primary meaning of this kind of markers
- a belief remains the same,

The very illocution is expressed in the following Georgian sen-
tence with affirmative structure:

(3) ob gganggersmds, GO0 ,,538macB0b" EroEH©@IdO
Bopdseotmmbyb  @Faow  JoBdby,  owgolmge
33803030 Jaagd 09 !

Unlike just three subclasses of the structural basic pragmatic
markers there are many lexical basic pragmatic markers, which are
presented into two main groups: performative expressions (example
4a and 4b) and pragmatic idioms (example 5).

(4) (a) I tell you, not a day passes where somewhere, somehow, 1
don't hear about something we've done that s really touched some-
body directly

(b) , 608803063 03360830001 3553010 33BOGYD
36 lJorisds, 30600 360l Ufdg, dgg@b byl 23 3MErOEOdTO
BabaH0s0 B

(5) Oh, 1 remember on the Don Imus show one time I made a
comment, because we were having election preblems in Arkansas !

The third subclass of the basic pragmatic markers is hybrid ba-
sic markers. The peculiarity of such markers is that their specific
structure is combined with certain lexical conditions. As mentioned
above, the basic markers express general illocution and so, statistic
analysis is not conducted on them.

Unlike the basic pragmatic markers, which express the main com-

1 Kuviris Palitra, 11-17/02, 2013, # 7(967), pp-3
2y ing i

‘with- barack-obuma-20120425
3 Qronika, 12-18/03, 2012, #11 (533), pp.6.
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\nunicative intention of the speaker, commentary pragmatic mark-
exs are lexical express ons carrying representational mearing defin-
ing the whole messagz as well as procedural one, as a comment on
any aspects of the basic message, €.8.:
(6) 1) Frankly, sometimes that gets me in trouble.!

b) RO Ged goadGom, 590 3)Gy30: 38 0
3603 Orfreysdgoenls Lobibanol bsds@oeol @sbsdsero Ragboero,
D@30 D36 3gybob 0638 Bs0@0b> ©O©O 363> 0.2

Six subclasses of the commentary pragmatic markers can be dis-
tinguished according to the aspect of the basic message which is
f d on: assc ¢ markers, of-speaking markers,
ovidential markers, hearsay imarkers, mitigation markers, emphatic
markers. In the Georgian segment of the analysing corpus all the
six subclasses are present, while there is no mitigation marker in
the English one. Assensment markers function three times more in
the (eorgian segment than in English. Manner-of-speaking markers
are exploited more intensely by an English speaker than by Geor-
gian one. Evidential rnarkers are the most prominent in the both
segments riot only among the commentary marker subclasses, but
generally, among all the types of pragmatic markers. Mentioning
the source of the information transferred by the hearsay markers
is much more common in the Georgian segment than in its parallel
linglish one. As for the emphatic markers, the function of which isto
cmphasize the basic i essage, they were spotted a little more in the
Georgian segment than in its parallel one.

“The third class of the pragmatic markers is that of parallel mark-
exs. ‘Their fanction is to imply an additional message in a parallel way
{0 the basic one. For example, a journalist addresses the respondent
as follows:

(7) a) - Senator MicCain, thanks very much for coming in .
b) - baheber GoBsd, 361)8096-8060bHGA> b0

T i relelspolitics com/artic e ich el ecinl
el

2 Kviris Palicra, 14-20/01, 2013, # 3963), pp.3
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‘With the help of this marker the speaker names the addressee ex-
plicitly in addition to transferring the basic message intended for
him/her.

Four subclasses of the parallel markers are distinguished according
to the types of the parallel ge: vocati speaker displ
markers, solidarity markers, focusing markers. Only vocatives and
focusing markers are present in the both segraents among the sub-
classes of parallel markers. Vocatives are mairly used by journalists
in the both segments, a little more in Georgian. As for the focusing
markers, this case is different: an English speaker focuses a bit more
while sencing a basic message, than Georgian.

The fourth class of pragmatic markers is that of discourse markers,
the function of which is to link the basic message Lo the foregoing
discourse. Unlike the other classes, discourse markers do not con-
tribute (o the representational meaning of a sentence as they carry
just proceclural meaning. For example:

(8) a) You contest these things, I mean, it' time and money that
John McCGain is going to have to spend in thesz other areas so as not
to lose it *

b) B9BolidogHo @AY Bagombe e Amdsebyby”
sdo0ze0 dexcrogogeldob odox Vg O Sp-
083l, (5 B> 01303600 FgagbsTO Lobergsmpdeogo sBEO0
@WW-&%MWWMWMWWMO
@3 QOB S0TBE
In (8a) the speaker links two propositions in i logical way with the

| hup: i i Tidze 16:18 05-02-2013
2 hupdiww liti 1 ~w_with_governor_bredes.
htm!
3 Kiris Palitra, 17-23/12, 2012, # 51(959). pp-3
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help of the discoursc marker I mean. The same illocution is implied
by the Georgian marker in (8b).

Four subclasses of discourse markers are distinguished: contras-
tive markers, elaborative markers, inferential markers, topic change
markers. All the four subclasses of discourse markers arz present in
the both segments of the analysing corpus. Contrastive markers are
used frequently in the both languages (with a little difference), but
in Georgian the illocution of contrasting is expressed with various
lexical means than in English. Elaborative markers are considerably
active in the both segments. Inferential markers are mcre common
in English media discourse. As for topic change markers, there is a
quantitative differerce and the Georgian segment is ncticeable for
the variety of expressive means of the illocutionary force.

Finally, the types of :llocutionary force revealed through the anal-
yeis of functioning of different classes of pragmatic merkers made
it possible to identify the pragmatic categories realised by this or
that marker. They ire: the pragmatic categories connected to the
speaker - categories of assessment, emotiveness, distantness and the
pragmatic categories connected to the listener - that of informative-
ness, expressiveness and transparency. As far as I think, the illocu-
tionary force expressed through the pragmatic markers in political
media discourse crosses the main aspects of political media discourse
vertically, and is connected to the pragmatic categories with the illo-
cutionary intention horizontally, as to the means of their realisation
(Diagram Ne2). This double dynamism reveals the realisation of com-
municative content of political media discourse. Discourse and par-
allel markers function with their illocutionary force as expressions
of pragmatic categor es connected to the listener, while commentary
markers apart from this, partially reflect the categories connected to
the speaker as well.
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Conclusion

The consistent description of pragmatic markers and the study of
their functioning gave the opportunity to identify the correlation
between the ways of functioning of the subject of analysis in English
and Georgian (see Diagram Ne3). On the basis of the data received
through the contrastive analysis, the fields of functioning of prag-
matic markers in both languages have been worked out. Basic mark-
ers, which according to the study carry a general pragmatic meaning
and are basic in both (and supposedly in all) languages - English and
Georgian, appeared in the core of both fields (see Diagrams Ne4 and
NeS).

The functioning of pragmatic markers in English and Georgian
media discourse has revealed alomorphic character. On the basis of
the conducted analysis commentary markers go to the first periph-
ery of the Georgian field, but they exchange place with discourse
markers in English one and go to the second periphery. It means
that far more commentary is made in Georgian political media dis-
course than in English where less illocution of commenting has been
identified. T'wice as much attention is paid to the issue of discourse
management in the English segment.

Diagram Ne3
Contrastive-Statistic Analysis of Functioning of
Pragmatic Markers

|English ® Georgian

61.80%
50.10% 47.10%

35

I

} 2.40%2.80%

t - I
Commentary Parallel Markers Discourse

Markers Markers
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This difference indicates the difference in media culture of these
languages. The English language has been gaining the status of the
world dominant language for the last several decades. According to
the study this is the reason, which conditioned the fact that English
mass media speech app d to be pragmatically better managed.

As for the Georgian mass media speech, it can be clearly declared
that the problem of journalistic speech is alarming. Considering the
fact that the usage of discourse pragmatic markers and hence, the
problem of discourse management is less urgent in Georgian mass
media speech compared to the English one, the media texts appearcd
to be pragmatically less managed.

One of the aspects that coincided in the two languages according
to the findings is the place of parallel markers in the fields of
functioning of pragmatic markers - they go to the third periphery.
This coincidence can be explained by the fact that parallel messages
are rarely sent in political media discourse and hence, the use of
parallel markers is reduced to the minimum.

Diagram N4
Field of Functioning of Pragmatic Markers in English
Core - Basic
Markers
1 Periphery - Discourse:
Markers
11 Periphery -
Commentary Markers

11l Periphery -
Parallel Markers
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Diagram N°5
Field of Functioning of Pragmatic Markers in Georgian
Core - Basic Markers

1 Periphery -
Commentary Markers

11 Periphery - Discourse
Markers

111 Periphery - Parallel
Markers

The highest indicator index has been identified in different classes
of pragmatic markers in the two languag the most frequently used
type of pragmatic markers in English is elaborative markers (discourse
pragmatic markers) - 32%, evidential markers (commentary
pragmatic markers) are most frequently used in Georgian - 32,7%.

The empirical study revealed one more difference: the Georgian
segment of the analysed corpus is distinctive for its variety. Each type
of pragmatic markers in Georgian is presented with far various lexical
forms, than in its parallel English segr But despite the diversity,
it must be mentioned that several Georgian markers operate with
the same pragmatic function, i.e. express the same illocution.

The dominant pragmatic categories in both languages are the
pragmatic categories connected to a listener. On the basis of the
findings it can be concluded that pragmatic markers function to
influence the reader, to disseminate certain ideology to the masses
in political media discourse in a subjective way (the subjectivity ofa
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respondent and that of a mass media are both meant considering the
double character of an interview as a genre). This conclusion is true
for both - English and Georgian languages; moreover, I think the fact
to be of universal character.

On the basis of the findings it can also be conzluded that discourse
markers play a dominant role among English pragmetic markers, and
commentary markers - among Georgian. ‘With the help of discourse
markersin Znglish political media discourse listener, i.e. the society
is fully accented to which an interview is to be sent as an informative,
expressive and transparent message. That is how ideology - the utmost
function of political media discourse is fulfilled As for the Georgian
media discourse, pragmatic markers reveal the pragmatic categories
connected to the listener - that of expressiveness and transparency
and to the speaker as well - categories of assessment, emotiveness,
distantness.

Thus, the present research,which isthecontrastivelinguopragmatic
study of functioning of pragmatic markers on the material of two
unrelated languages - English and Georgian, revealed the similarities
and differences between the languages in the given aspect. The
similarities and differences give the opportunity to identify the
difficulties connected to functioning of pragmicic markers arising
while learning English or Georgian. Special methods of English
language teaching can be worked out in future on the basis of the
study to overcome the difficulties and inter- and intralinguistic
interference.

61




THE MAIN CONCEPTS OF THE DISSERTATION ARE GIVEN
IN THE FOLLOWING WORKS:

1. Chokhonelidze Ch.- "Towards the Issue of Classification
of Pragmatic Markers". Scientific papers of international scientific
conference: Modern [nterdisciplinarism and Humanitarian Thinking.
Akaki Tsereteli State University, Kutaisi, 2013. pp. 60-64.

2. Chokhonelidze Ch.- "Mass Media Impact on Linguistic
Processes”. The works of the Faculty of Arts, vol. XIII, Akaki
Tsereteli State University, Kutaisi, 2013. pp.195-198.

3 Chokhonelidze Ch.- "Some Aspects of Political Media
Discourse". Scientific papers of II international scientific conference:
Inzercultural Dialogues. lakob Gogebashvili State University, Telavi,
2013. pp. 568-573.

4  Chokhonelicze Ch.- 'Interview - Dialogic Genre of
Publicism and Peculiarities of Interview as Communicative Act".
Scientific papers of 11 :nternational scientific conference: Language
and Culture. Kutaisi, 2013. pp. 521-527.

s Chokhonelicze Ch.- "Contrastive Pragmatics - A New Branch
of Contrastive Linguistics," The works of the Faculty of Arts, vol.
X1I, Akaki Tsereteli State University, Kutaisi, 2012. pp. 266-269.

62



