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Annotatsiya. Ushbu maqolada jahon tilshunosligida ko’plab munozaralarga 

sabab bo’lgan muloqot tili, xususan o’zbek va jahon tilshunosligida mavjud tushuncha 

va fikrlar atroflicha o’rganilgan. Xususan, muloqot diktumida illokutsiya aktining 

tasnifi va mazmun mohiyati muhokama qilingan va mulohazalar bildirilgan.  

Kalit so’zlar: muloqot diktumi, nutq akti, lokutsiya, illokutsiya, so’zlovchi, 

tinglovchi 

Abstract. This article is devoted to the peculiarities of the language of 

communication, which has caused a lot of controversy in world linguistics. In 

particular, the existing concepts and ideas in Uzbek and world linguistics have been 

studied in detail. In particular, the dialogue dictation discusses the classification and 

content of the act of illusion and makes comments. 
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Аннотация. Данная статья посвящена особенностям языка общения, 

вызвавшим много споров в мировой лингвистике. В частности, подробно 

изучены существующие концепции и идеи в узбекском и мировом языкознании. 

В частности, диалогический диктант обсуждает классификацию и содержание 

акта иллюзии и дает комментарии. 

Ключевые слова: коммуникативный диктум, речевой акт, локуция, 

иллокуция, адресат, адресант.  

Introduction. It is well known that the first notions of the desires, intentions and 

attitude of the speaker and listener in world linguistics were first introduced to science 

by Aristotle, and the scientist in his works "Analytics" and "Metaphysics" used the 

term modality in the sense of inclination. That is, it means that the speaker tends to 

consider how true his opinion is. 

Literature review: The term modality has also entered linguistics and has 

become the basis for verb tenses. According to J. G. Testelest, modality refers to 

inconsistent meanings that represent different relationships between speaker and 

listener. To the development of linguistic theories of modality, several scholars made 

investigation such as V.G. Gak, V.Z.Panfilov, I.P.Raspopov, T.P.Lomtev, 

N.YU.Shvedova, V.V.Vinogradov, T.B. Alisova, G.A. Zolotova, Uzbek linguists 

Abdulhamid Nurmonov, Nizomiddin Mahmudov, Sh. Safarov and etc.  

Abdulhamid Nurmonov, in his book “Selected Works” discusses the 

communicative aspect of speech communicative intention, the determination of the 

level of importance of the objective content elements expressed in this sentence 

(division into actual parts) and the expression of information, interrogation, command, 
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and secondly, presupposition information. Thus, as a unit of language, only the 

nominative plan - the plan of proposition - belongs to the semantics of speech. The 

communicative plan is the subject of sentence semantics, and the semantics of speech. 

In this book, the scholar also refers to the dictum of communication and explains 

his opinion by quoting the opinions of several foreign linguists. According to him, the 

proponents of the nominative aspect of the sentence divide the sentence into two parts 

- dictum and modus. Dictum is the objective content represented by a syntactic device, 

that is, it is a proposition. It is not enough to express a dictation (proposition) in order 

for a certain syntactic device to form a speech. According to Sh. Bally, it becomes a 

sentence only when the mode is added. So the modus is the most important part of 

speech, which speech cannot form because it cannot reflect modality. It modifies all 

the features of the sentence except the dictum. Therefore, Fillmore presents the 

sentence formula as S = M + R (S - sentence, M - modality, R - proposition (dictum). 

Modality was modified in the same way in V.V. Vinogradov's article (1950) “The 

categories of modality and modal words in the Russian Language” and this concept 

greatly influenced further research on the problem of modality in Russian linguistics. 

In particular, the idea of classifying acts of illusion and their types has been 

advanced as the object of pragmalinguistic research in linguistics, but we do not discuss 

them all or compare them all. J. Austin's original scheme contained many different acts 

of illusion, but J. Searle pointed out that there is no clear principle in the division of J. 

Austin's acts of illusion into five groups. All subsequent classifications were based on 

J. Austin's grouping and attempts were made to correct it, but only the classification 

proposed by J. Searle was linked to the general theory of illusion. 

Research method: Language and speech are the main social signs of a person. 

This study is based on an anthropocentric paradigm and a method of synergetic analysis 

that serves to reveal the individual characteristics of man as a social object. 

Analysis and results: English linguists Kent Bach and Robert M. Harmish have 

also conducted scientific research on speech acts. Robert M. Harmish, in his book 

“Linguistic Communication and Speech acts” argues that the acts of illusion differ in 

their purpose. If the listener understands the speaker's attitude, the purpose of the 

illusion is fully understood only if the delivery of the intended idea corresponds to the 

type of attitude expressed. Accordingly, we divide them into groups according to the 

types of attitudes expressed in the acts of illusion. This makes it possible to harmonize 

the classification of speech acts in linguistics with the scheme of speech acts. 

According to the concept of Kent Bach, expression is the speaker’s reaction to a 

dictum uttered in a conversation, his or her point of view on an elevated idea, or the 

reasoning of an opinion in order to form an understanding or persuade the listener. An 

opinion expressed in an oral conversation does not always have to reflect the attitude 

of the speaker or listener, and it can sometimes be conveyed simply for information or 

communication. The speaker expresses his sincerity through the attitude he expresses 

in his speech but does not require sincerity for the effectiveness of the placement or 

communication. If the listener accepts the idea that the speaker is trying to convey in 

this way, then the speaker has achieved the power of perlocution along with the 

illusion. 
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Sentences used in oral communication vary according to the speaker's speech 

habits. In many cases, the speaker not only expresses his (approximate) attitude, but 

also tries to persuade the listener having the same point of view. For example, when 

we tell someone something, we do not just deliver the message; we try to convince the 

listener. In addition, these acts differ in the reason for the communication and the 

seriousness of the attitude to it. For example, in a speech, sentences that affirm the 

speaker's attitude toward reality are different from sentences that affirm. This is almost 

different from the speaker's confidence in the truth. In affirmative sentences, the 

listener usually chooses an opinion that suits him and reacts to it in relation to the 

sentences that represent the advice. And we see the difference between the act of 

“advisories” and the urge to do something, or just to do something, by the power of the 

speaker or the desire of the listener to do it. 

Finally, some types of acts are also categorized according to the context or 

situation of the speech: the question that is raised is answered, and an apology arises 

as a result of the speaker doing something embarrassing to the listener. If we define 

classification more, different relationships make the act of illusion more clear and 

understandable. 

The English linguist R. Harmish argued that there should be a general principle 

in grouping in support of J. Searle's view. He argued that its categories should not be 

the same, at least the nature of the basis should be different, and that the basic language 

units in each category should meet the criteria relevant to that category. He also argued 

that in order to have a theoretical basis, the classification factors of a scheme must be 

linked to acts of systemic illusion. R. Harmish’s taxonomy of speech act is based on 

the fundamental idea that while the illusion acts representing the purpose of the illusion 

or the speaker’s communication relationship differ from each other, they are similar to 

the speech act scheme. 

Importantly, the scheme of the speech act represents the general form of the 

purpose of communication, the conclusion being that the basis of the classification 

clearly shows the method of expressing the content of the speech. These types of 

illusions differ in the meanings they express, each act of illusion has its own character 

through the listener's understanding of the idea expressed by the speaker, resulting in 

the concept formed in the listener's mind at the end of the conversation appeared. The 

main advantage of the classification proposed by Robert Harmish is its 

comprehensiveness and accuracy. It covers many types of illocutionary acts in detail, 

not only mentioning them, but also clearly explaining the reasons for their separation. 

The scholar has divided the acts of communication into six general categories. Two of 

these are effectives and verdictives, and they are mandatory and not communicative. 

The other four main types of illocutionary acts are communicative types, which include 

constatives, directives, commissives, and acknowledgment. This roughly corresponds 

to Austin's classification of communicative acts of illocution. 

The communicative illocutionary act scheme proposed by Robert Harmish is as 

follows: 
Constatives Directives Commissives Acknowledgments 

Assertives Advisories Promises Condole 

Suppositives Permissives Offers Congratulate 
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Suggestives Prohibitives  Greet 

Responsives Questions  Thank 

Disputatives Requirements  Bid 

Dissentives Requestives  Accept 

Assentives   Reject 

Retractives   Apologize 

Concessives    

Confirmatives    

Informatives    

Ascriptives    

Descriptives    

Retrodictives    

Predictives    

While positives, exercitives, commissives, and acknowledgment illocutionary 

acts are similar to J. Searle's representatives, directives, commissives, expressives, 

Kent Bach and R. Harmish's classification differs from J. Searle's classification. 

 According to Kent Bach, constatives is that the types of illocutionary speech act 

express the trust of the speaker in the dictum of communication, his desire, and that the 

listener will have the same confidence.  

The type of directives is the act of expressing the speaker's attitude toward a 

prospective plan and encouraging the listener to do so. 

Commissives - a persuasive illusion - is a type of speech act that expresses the 

speaker's desire or desire to do something. 

Acknowledgement illocutionary speech acts are expressive expressions of the 

expected thought in the listener’s mind, expressing the purpose of the speaker’s 

communication, which is rooted in formal or informal speech emotions towards the 

listener. 

Conclusion/recommendations: as an analytical reflection of these ideas, it can 

be concluded that the act of illocutionary speech acts reflected in the sentences used in 

oral communication can be classified according to the following three basic principles. 

1) According to the speech habits of the speaker; 

2) Depending on the context and speech situation; 

3) Depending on the content expressed in the speaker's speech and the listener's 

willingness to do so. 

In general, the study of the types of illocution speech acts as the basis of the 

communication dictum serves to reveal the specific structure and essence of the 

language of communication and can be the basis for further investigation. 

References: 

[1]  A.Nurmonov.Tanlangan asarlar. Jild 1. - T.:Akadem nashr, 2012.-B. 281-286. 

[2] A. Nurmonov. N. Mahmudov. O’zbek tilining mazmuniy sintaksisi.-T.:Fan nashr, 

1992.-B.94-108 

[3] N. Mahmudov. O’qituvchi nutqi madaniyati.-T.:A.Navoiy nashr, 2007.-B.42. 

[4] Mahmudov N. Nurmonov A. O’zbek tili nazariy grammatikasi. -Toshkent: 

O’qituvchi,1995. –B. 47-58. 

[5] R. Safarova. Leksik-semantik munosabatlarning turlari.- T.:O’qituvchi nashr, 

1996.-B. 3-9. 



   ELECTRONIC JOURNAL OF ACTUAL PROBLEMS OF MODERN SCIENCE, EDUCATION AND TRAINING.  AUGUST 8/2, 2021-III.  ISSN 2181-9750 

                                                   MODERN PROBLEMS OF PHILOLOGY AND LINGUISTICS                                   41 

                                                             http://khorezmscience.uz 

[6] Kent Bach.  Harmish R.M. Linguistic communication and speech act. USA. The 

MIT. 1982. –P. 39-59. 

[7] N. Chomsky. Language and mind.-Massachussetts.: Cambridge Uni.P. 2006. –P. 

88-102. 

[8] Searle, J. 1968. J. Austin about locution and illocution.  Philosophical Review 7.-

P. 405-424. 


