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Abstract. This chapter explores the pragmatic features of interrogative sentences,
emphasizing their functional diversity and context-dependent usage in communication. While
traditionally seen as question forms intended to gather information, interrogatives also function
as indirect requests, expressions of politeness, rhetorical tools, and markers of social relations.

The analysis highlights how meaning is shaped by speaker intent, listener interpretation,
sociocultural norms, and conversational context. Using insights from speech act theory,
discourse analysis, and cross-cultural pragmatics, the study reveals that interrogatives are not
merely grammatical constructs but dynamic instruments of human interaction. The chapter
concludes that an effective understanding of interrogative sentences requires an integrative
pragmatic approach that considers both linguistic form and communicative function.
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IMPATMATHYECKHWE OCOBEHHOCTH BOITPOCUTEJIBHBIX BBICKA3BIBAHUI

Annomayun. B omoil enage paccmampusaiomcs npazmamuyeckue 0coOeHHOCmu
B0NPOCUMENbHLIX — NPeONloNCeHUll, No04YepKugas ux (QyHKYUoOHAaIbHOe pasHoobpasue U
KOHMEKCMHO-3A8UCUMOE UCNONb308AHUE 8 00ueHuU. Xoms mpaouyuoHHO UX paccmampueaom
Kaxk eonpocumeinvHble opmvl, npeoHazHaueHHvle 01 coopa ungopmayuu, 60npocumenbHvle
NPeONoANCeHUsL MAKIHCe PYHKYUOHUPYIOM KAK KOCBEHHbIE NPOCbObL, BGbIPAICEHUSL BEAHCTUBOCMU,
PpUmMmopuyecKue UHCMpyMeHmbl U MapKkepvl COYUATbHbIX OMHOWeHUN. AHanu3 nooyepkugaem, KaKk
3HaueHUe  QopMUpYemcs — HaMepeHueM — 2060pAwe20,  UHmepnpemayuel  Cayulameins,
COYUOKYIbMYPHbIMU HOPMAMU U PA32060PHbIM KOHMeKCmoM. Hcnonv3ys uodeu u3 meopuu
Peyesbix aKmos, aHanu3a OUCKypca U KpOCC-KVIbMYPHOU NpASMAmMuKu, UCCIe008aHUe
noKaszvleaem, Ymo BONPOCUMENbHbIE NPEONIONCEHUs AGNAIOMCA He NPOCMO SPAMMAMUYecKUMu
KOHCMPYKYUAMU, HO U OUHAMUYECKUMU UHCPYMEHMAMU 4el08e4ecKo20 3aumooeticmsus. B
enage oOenaemcs 6vl800, UmMoO dpghexmusnoe NOHUMAHUE BONPOCUMENLHBIX NPEONOHCEHUU
mpebyem  UHMEZPAMUBHO20 — NPASMAMUYECKO20  N00X00d, KOMOPbLL  yYumeléaem  Kak
JIUHEBUCIUYECKYIO (DOPMY, MAK U KOMMYHUKAMUBHYIO QYHKYUIO.

Knrwoueevie cnosa: Bonpocumenvnoe I[lpeonooicenue, Ilpacmamuxa, Peuesoii Axm,
Unnokymuenass Cuna, Ileproxymusnoviii Dppexm, Komwmexcm, Koceennwviti Peuesoti Axm,
Pumopuueckuu Bonpoc.

Introduction

In modern linguistics, the pragmatic approach has become one of the key methodological
tools in analyzing the communicative functions of speech. Within this framework, interrogative
sentences hold a central position as linguistic units that not only serve to elicit information but
also perform a wide range of communicative and interactive functions. Their significance goes
beyond grammatical and semantic structures, encompassing a complex interplay of contextual,

social, cultural, and psychological factors.
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The pragmatic analysis of interrogatives involves not merely examining their structural
form and literal meaning, but also exploring the speaker’s intention, the listener’s interpretation
and response, and the broader situational context in which the question is asked. The same
interrogative form can yield various pragmatic outcomes depending on factors such as
intonation, speaker-hearer relationships, discourse purpose, and sociocultural conventions. This
chapter focuses on a comprehensive examination of interrogative sentences from a pragmatic
perspective. It explores their communicative purposes, context-dependent semantic shifts,
sociocultural influences, strategic uses such as indirectness and irony, and their function within
speech act theory. Through this analysis, the chapter aims to highlight the multifunctional and
context-sensitive nature of interrogatives, thereby contributing to a deeper understanding of how
meaning is constructed and negotiated in real-life communication.

Main part

Interrogative sentences serve as essential communicative tools in language. From a
pragmatic perspective, they are not only used to obtain information but also to structure
conversations, maintain dialogue flow, and engage interlocutors actively. The speaker uses
questions to clarify, confirm, refute, or challenge the information being exchanged. Furthermore,
interrogatives can express doubt, desire, or personal stance, thus serving multiple pragmatic
functions beyond mere inquiry. Their role in discourse becomes apparent in how they manage
turn-taking and interactional coherence. Depending on intonation, context, and non-verbal cues,
the same interrogative sentence can serve various pragmatic goals. In pragmatics and discourse
analysis, such functions are key to understanding how language operates in real-time
communication. Therefore, interrogative sentences are versatile tools that reflect the speaker's
intentions and the dynamics of the communicative situation.

The meaning of interrogative sentences often changes depending on the context in which
they are used. Pragmatically, the same sentence structure may convey different meanings based
on situational factors. For instance, “Did you come?” may function as a genuine question, a
rhetorical statement, or even a rebuke, depending on tone, setting, and prior discourse.

Interrogatives are context-sensitive, and their interpretation relies heavily on both
linguistic and extralinguistic elements. These include the relationship between speakers, the
shared background knowledge, the setting, and emotional undertones. This context-dependence
makes interrogatives particularly complex in terms of pragmatic analysis. Understanding these
variations requires a careful study of interactional norms and real-life speech situations.

Contextual pragmatics emphasizes how meaning is not fixed but constructed in use.
Thus, any analysis of interrogatives must consider context as a determining factor for their
pragmatic interpretation.

The use of interrogative sentences is shaped by sociocultural norms and conventions.

Social factors such as age, gender, status, and cultural values influence how and when
questions are asked. In many cultures, direct questioning is avoided to maintain politeness or
hierarchy. Instead, speakers prefer indirect or softened question forms. For example, in Uzbek
culture, one might ask “May I help you?” rather than “What do you want?” when addressing
elders, to maintain respect. Pragmatically, this reflects the role of interrogatives in expressing

politeness, deference, or solidarity.
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Interrogative forms are often modified to align with social expectations, showing that
they are not purely grammatical but deeply embedded in the social fabric. Cross-cultural
pragmatics highlights the risks of misunderstanding in intercultural communication if these
norms are ignored. Thus, sociocultural awareness is essential when analyzing or teaching the
pragmatics of interrogative sentences.

From a pragmatic standpoint, interrogative sentences can be strategically used for
purposes other than seeking information. Indirect questions are used to make polite requests or
suggestions, such as “Could you pass the salt?” instead of “Pass the salt.” These forms help
mitigate imposition. Interrogatives also serve rhetorical or ironic functions, expressing criticism,
sarcasm, or disbelief: “Is this what you call a solution?” Such uses demonstrate how form and
function can diverge in language. In educational and professional settings, interrogatives are
employed as test questions to assess knowledge or decision-making. These pragmatic strategies
enrich communication, allowing speakers to negotiate meaning, express attitudes, or manage
interpersonal relationships. Strategic interrogatives also help maintain face and minimize
conflict, aligning with politeness theory and speech act theory. Thus, interrogatives function not
only semantically but also tactically in diverse communication contexts.

In speech act theory, interrogative sentences are typically categorized as "illocutionary
acts" aimed at eliciting a response. While their primary function is to request information, they
can also perform other acts such as requesting, advising, suggesting, or even commanding when
framed as questions. For instance, “Can you close the door?” functions as a polite directive
rather than a literal inquiry. John Searle and J.L. Austin’s speech act theory highlights that the
meaning of an utterance goes beyond its form what matters is the speaker’s intention and the
hearer's interpretation. Interrogative sentences often have multiple layers: the locution (literal
form), the illocution (intended meaning), and the perlocution (effect on the listener). Pragmatic
analysis thus focuses on these layers to uncover how questions influence discourse and
interaction. Interrogatives are not limited to gathering facts but are powerful tools for achieving
various communicative goals within a speech act framework.

Discussion

The pragmatic nature of interrogative sentences reveals a multifaceted and highly
context-sensitive dimension of language use. As demonstrated in this chapter, interrogatives do
not function solely as tools for requesting information; they also operate as strategic instruments
for managing conversation, expressing social attitudes, and achieving various communicative
goals. The pragmatic interpretation of an interrogative depends largely on contextual factors,
such as the speaker’s intention, the listener’s expectations, the setting of the interaction, and
cultural norms. One of the key observations is that interrogative forms may carry different
illocutionary forces depending on how they are delivered. For instance, a simple yes-no question
can be used to express surprise, doubt, politeness, or sarcasm. This reinforces the idea that the
form-function relationship in language is not always fixed but is mediated by pragmatic
mechanisms. Furthermore, the ability of interrogative sentences to signal indirect speech acts—
such as polite requests or commands—demonstrates their flexible functional load.

Cultural and social conventions also play a critical role in shaping the form and usage of

interrogatives.
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In many societies, including Uzbek culture, the use of indirect or respectful question
forms is a reflection of hierarchical relationships, politeness strategies, and social expectations.

Thus, the study of interrogatives must also account for sociopragmatic variables, not just
linguistic structures. In the framework of speech act theory, interrogative sentences highlight the
complexity of illocutionary acts. While traditionally viewed as expressions of inquiry,
interrogatives are often embedded with secondary meanings and intentions. Their interpretation,
therefore, requires not just knowledge of language rules but also awareness of interactional cues
and discourse dynamics. Overall, the pragmatic features of interrogative sentences emphasize the
need for an integrative analytical approach that considers grammatical, contextual, sociocultural,
and cognitive elements. Such an approach helps uncover the deeper communicative functions
and interpersonal nuances embedded within everyday language use.

Conclusion

The pragmatic analysis of interrogative sentences demonstrates that their communicative
function extends far beyond merely requesting information. Interrogatives serve as powerful
tools in structuring discourse, managing interpersonal relations, expressing attitudes, and
maintaining conversational flow. The interplay between linguistic form and pragmatic function
illustrates the dynamic nature of language, where meaning is shaped not just by grammar, but by
context, social norms, and speaker intention. This chapter has shown that interrogative sentences
are highly sensitive to context and culture. They can reflect politeness, power dynamics,
emotional tone, and strategic intention. Moreover, interrogatives often function as indirect
speech acts, such as requests or suggestions, indicating their versatility within everyday
communication. Understanding the pragmatic features of interrogatives requires a
multidisciplinary approach combining discourse analysis, sociolinguistics, pragmatics, and
cognitive linguistics. By examining interrogatives through this lens, we gain a deeper
appreciation for how subtle shifts in form and usage impact the effectiveness and appropriateness
of communication in various contexts. Therefore, interrogative sentences should be studied not
only as grammatical units but as dynamic expressions of human interaction and meaning
negotiation.
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