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Purpose of this study is to provide a pragmatic view of how speech acts are utilized 
in today's society. More specifically, it explores speech acts as social actions rather 
than merely as means of communicating knowledge. It examines how people perform  
Speech acts of asserting, requesting, promising, and expressing their attitudes through 
language in real-world communicative events, drawing on speech act theory as 
proposed by Austin and Searle. To conduct such study, a qualitative discourse 
analytic methodology was used to analyze a selection of written samples of 
contemporary English discourse from three different types of source material: media-
based texts (such as newspapers and magazines), political speeches, and various face-
to-face interactions. Particular attention was put on impact of contextual factors have 
on  illocutionary force of speech acts and  frequency with which they occur in  form 
of indirect speech acts in today's world. The findings suggest that a large portion of 
contemporary English discourse relies upon pragmatic inference (from  context of  
utterance), contextual reference (related to what is understood from  texts), and being 
provided with indirect means of accomplishing communication effectively. Through  
presenting a description of how language functions within this pragmatic and 
participatory framework, this study contributes to  understand and develop  theories 
within  fields of pragmatics and discourse studies, as well as provide information to 
utilized by applied linguists and those working with languages in educational system. 
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 لأفعال الكلام في الخطاب الإنكلیزي المعاصر  تداوليتحلیل 
 

 3ستار ج�ار هاشم              2عفراء شفیق جاسم            1قاسم حسین سلمان

 العراق.  سامراء،  جامعة سامراء، �ل�ة الآداب، قسم اللغة الإنكلیز�ة،1
 العراق.  سامراء، جامعة سامراء، �ل�ة الإدارة والاقتصاد، قسم الاقتصاد،2
 العراق. ،�غداد وزارة التعل�م العالي وال�حث العلمي، دائرة ال�حث والتطو�ر،3

 المستخلص 
إذ  یهدف هذا ال�حث إلى تقد�م رؤ�ة تداول�ة عن ��ف�ة إستخدام أفعال الكلام في مجتمعنا المُعاصر.       

�إعت�ارها أعمال إجتماع�ة  إستخدام الناس لأفعال الكلام   الضوء على  التحدید،على وجه    ال�حث،سلط هذا  �ُ 
الخاصة أكثر من �ونها وسیلة لنقل المعرفة. إذ یتناول هذا ال�حث ��ف�ة إستخدام عامة الناس لأفعال الكلام  

والطلب والوعد والتعبیر عن توجهاتهم من خلال اللغة في مناس�ات مُجتمع�ة واقع�ة �الإعتماد على   �التأكید 
ستن) و (سیرل). ولإجراء هذه الدراسة، إستُخدمت طر�قة التحلیل الخطابي  نظر�ة فعل الكلام المُقدمة من (او 

النوعي لتحلیل مجموعة مُختارة من نماذج مكتو�ة للخطاب الإنكلیزي المُعاصر من ثلاثة أنواع مُختلفة من  
التر�یز على العوامل الس�اق�ة    وحوارات س�اس�ة    وخطا�ات المصادر: نصوص إعلام�ة   تم  وجه لوجه. إذ 

أثیرها على القوة الكلام�ة لأفعال الكلام والتكرار الذي ترد ف�ه �ص�غة أفعال �لام غیر مُ�اشرة في عالمنا  وت
(من س�اق    التداولينكلیزي المُعاصر �عتمد على الإستدلال  الیوم. وتوصل ال�حث إلى أن غالب�ة الخطاب الإ 

النصوص)   ُ�فهم من  �ما  (المُتعلقة  الس�اق�ة  التواصل الكلام) والإشارة  مُ�اشرة لإنجاز  وتوفیر وسائل غیر 
اللغة ضمن هذا الإطار أداء  تقد�م وصف عن ��ف�ة  ُ�سهم هذا    التداولي   �فاعل�ة. فمن خلال  التشار�ي، 

  مكان إ�والخطاب، فضلاً عن تقد�مه معلومات    التداول�ةال�حث في فهم تطور النظر�ات في دراسات حقل  
 �قي وعلم اللغة التعل�مي إستخدامها. المُختصین في مجال علم اللغة التطب 

 
 الخطاب الإنكلیزي المُعاصر. الكلام،أفعال  ،التداول�ةالكلمات المفتاح�ة: 
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1.1 Introduction 
Language does not only consist of grammatical rules and vocabulary words, but it 
is also the way that speakers complete an action, create meaning, and develop 
social relationships. The original fields of linguistics were mainly devoted to the 
structure and form of a given language; the meaning of a printed sentence was 
thought to be a concrete feature of that sentence. The abilities of speakers to 
demonstrate different motivations, feelings/thoughts, and actions cannot be 
discussed based on the structure and form of the sentence. This led to the 
emergence of pragmatics, which refers to the study of how meaning is used and 
how language interacts with the world we live in. 

Pragmatics focuses on the role that a speaker's motivation, the context in which 
they are speaking, how much they know about each other, and how an utterance is 
interpreted. A main tenet of Pragmatics is Speech Act Theory; through it, language 
can be looked at as an action rather than just a description of an event since 
utterances can be performed as someone can request, promise, warn, apologize, or 
persuade someone using language. In this framework, the meaning of an utterance 
is dependent not only on its form but also on the way it is used in its context. 

In the early 1950s, J.L. Austin created the basis for Speech Act Theory, which 
divides the acts of speaking into three categories: locutionary, illocutionary, and 
perlocutionary. Austin argued that an utterance can fulfill multiple functions at one 
time, including the speaker's intent, the communicative force it carries, and how it 
will impact the listener. 
 

Later, John Searl tried to expand this classification by classifying and studying 
language from three perspectives: its social interactions, the purpose behind its 
use, and the occurrence context. The focus of this classification was the 
communicative purpose of language use. He categorized speech acts into 
assertive, directive, commissive, expressive, and declarative types, emphasizing 
the vital role of indirect speech acts, where the literal meaning of an utterance 
differs from its intended function. For example, a statement may function as a 
request depending on context (Searle, 1979). Such focus signifies the importance 
of inferential processes in pragmatic interpretation and has later become a key 
principle in discourse-based studies. 
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Focusing on speech acts in the modern body of literature is important to 
understand the functional nature of language within its communicative 
environment, particularly when considering its dynamic nature in its context of 
occurrence. Employing implication, indirectness, and pragmatic inference are 
habitual in modern modes of communication, such as digital communication and 
casual conversation, aiming to convey speakers’ intended meanings. Additionally, 
situational factors, power dynamics, and cultural norms shape meaning in addition 
to explicit linguistic expressions. 
 

As a result, studying speech acts in contemporary English discourse is important 
to understand the functionality of language in a real communicative environment. 
The examination of speech acts provides insight into the pragmatic means by 
which speakers perform social acts and create meaning with modern usage of 
language. 

1.2 Literature Review 

Speech act was the core of several studies (Deamer, 2021; Degen, 2022; Diner, 
2020; Ludwig, 2020; Saud, 2024; Tanduk, 2023) in the last few years due to its 
importance in understanding English Linguistics. Speech act theory is a 
fundamental component of the empirical study of pragmatics and treats all forms 
of language as forms of human action. While previous theories had been focused 
primarily on language as a medium for transmitting propositional meanings, the 
introduction of speech acts reconceptualized the role of language in terms of its 
performative or action-oriented function. In fact, J. L. Austin’s work constitutes 
one of the earliest and most often referenced contributions to the development of 
speech act theory; Austin was one of the first scholars to demonstrate that 
utterances function as actions depending on the context in which they occur. He 
identified three different kinds of acts that can occur when an utterance is made: 
locutionary, illocutionary, and perlocutionary acts. To understand what an 
utterance means, Austin asserted that both the speaker’s intentions and the 
contextual conditions must be considered (Austin, 1962). This foundational view 
shifted linguistic analysis away from abstract sentence meaning toward language 
use in real communicative situations. 

In pragmatic studies of inference and cooperative reasoning, the issue of 
indirectness has been widely discussed. Clark argues that indirect speech acts rely 
on shared assumptions between speaker and listener to derive meaning rather than 
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direct expression. He points out that indirect requests and suggestions depend 
heavily on context and social norms, making pragmatic competence essential for 
successful communication (Clark, 1979).  

Likewise, Asher (2006) confirms the importance of daily utterances in interpreting 
their pragmatic functions. Also, such functions significantly contribute to the 
literal meaning. He adds that many previous studies investigated speech acts in 
political contexts and modern media, stressing the importance of pragmatic 
functions in shaping public communications.  
 

 Al-Saedi and Jabbar (2020) found that expressive and declarative speech acts 
were dominant in Iraqi media in a way that contributes to forming clear emotional 
responses and authoritative narratives.  Also, the same findings showed that the 
implicit speech acts were more frequent than their implicit equivalents in news 
headlines, which are usually persuasive and concise.  
 

Similarly, Abid (2023) analyzed CNN headlines about the Russia–Ukraine war 
and found that assertive speech acts dominate, presenting information as factual 
while subtly guiding audience interpretation. The study also found that explicit 
statements were employed to increase credibility and authority in international 
news coverage. Such findings justify the institutional goals and the discourse 
context in modern media for adopting this type of speech act.   

Some linguists, theorists, and researchers applied Speech Act Theory to political 
discourses. Such an application was clearly found in Dylgjeri (2017), in which he 
analyzed a political victory speech and showed that commitment and promise 
reform were built on commissive and directive speech acts.  

Furthermore, Muhsen and Smeer (2022) investigated the vital role that assertive 
speech acts play in political rhetoric, as they are considered a basis for future 
directives and promises. It found that modern pragmatic studies, in general, stress 
the importance of social interaction, discourse sequencing, and contextual factors 
in interpreting speech acts.  

Additionally, Culpeper and Archer (2008) stressed the importance of analyzing 
speech acts within a broader interactional context, where meaning is formed as a 
result of cultural knowledge, context, and linguistic form interaction. Such a 
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viewpoint is consistent with other modern studies that consider language as a 
dynamic and socially formed outcome.  
 

Despite the huge body of literature related to speech acts, limited studies have 
focused on a single mode of discourse or specific datasets. In addition, despite 
indirectness being acknowledged, there is still a lack of systematic analysis of 
indirectness with inferential mechanisms and contextual limits. As a result, a total 
pragmatic analysis of speech acts in modern discourse is vital for understanding 
how meaning, purpose, and social action interact. 

1.3 The Problem Statement 

Many analyses of the discourse produced by English speakers still prefer to use 
structural, semantic, or both approaches to discourse, rather than examining how 
communicative context constructs meaning, even with the increasing amount of 
study in pragmatics. As a result, there is insufficient study on how key pragmatic 
features such as indirectness (implying one thing while saying another) and 
context-dependent interpretation are constructed through interaction. 

English discourse overwhelmingly contains complex pragmatically constructed 
speech acts in media, politics, and everyday interaction. Many speakers regularly 
perform speech acts indirectly (saying something other than the grammatical form 
of their utterance), which makes it difficult to determine intended meaning based 
solely on the utterance itself. Contextual factors such as (a) social relationships, 
(b) power and hierarchy, and (c) cultural conventions or norms play a crucial role 
in determining illocutionary force or meaning. However, existing studies have not 
sufficiently emphasized the role of context in constructing meaning. 

The purpose of this study is to address the need for a more focused study of how 
speech acts function in contemporary English, particularly through understanding 
indirectness and the influence of contextual factors on meaning. 

1.4 Research Questions 

This study aims to answer the following questions: 

1. Which speech acts are most prevalent in contemporary English? 

2. How do contextual factors affect the interpretation of the illocutionary force of 
speech acts in contemporary English communication? 
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3. What is the degree of indirectness in the use of indirect speech acts in modern 
English? 

4. What are the pragmatic functions of speech acts in various contemporary 
discourse (i.e., media, political, and everyday interactions)? 

5. How do speech acts facilitate the construction of meaning and social action in 
contemporary English discourse? 

1.5 Aims of the Study 

The purpose of this study is to provide a pragmatic approach to the analysis of 
how speech acts occur in English today, both from a practical point of Practically 
and theoretical point of view. 

 (i.e., actual use in situations) and theoretically/continue to exist (e.g., defining 
how language performs social actions). The study will focus primarily on function 
and interaction rather than just form. 

The aims of the current study are: 

• To identify and classify the range of speech acts in current spoken English 
using existing pragmatic frameworks. 

• To investigate the role of context in establishing the meaning (Discovering 
the illocutionary objects created by) of different communicative occasions. 

• To determine how frequently indirect speech acts are being used in today’s 
English. 

• To examine how speech acts contribute to the pragmatic purpose of various 
discourse types, including political discourse, media discourse, and everyday 
conversation. 

• To define the relationship between language, intention, and social action in 
daily English communication. 

By meeting these objectives, this study will add clarity to what is involved 
(conceptually) in how practical meaning is constructed pragmatically, and will 
expand on other areas of study related to pragmatics, discourse analysis, and 
applied linguistics. 

 



College of Basic Education Research Journal, Volume (22) Issue (2) June 2026 

 

341 
 

1.6 Significance of the Study 

This study is significant for the field of pragmatics because it analyses 
contemporary English discourse through a focused study of speech acts. The 
study's examination of the way in which the function of language (as social action) 
extends the existing body of work that has typically concentrated on structural or 
semantic aspects of language. 

In conclusion, this study's contribution to the field of Speech Act Theory is two-
fold: (1) it provides empirically based real-world examples of the use of this theory 
to understand speech acts, and (2) by giving insights into contextual factors. Thus, 
this study suggests that a higher level of study within the category of pragmatics 
will lead to a greater appreciation for pragmatics as an essential part of language 
analysis. 
 

From an applied perspective, the scope of this study can be used by teachers of 
English learners to provide them with greater pragmatic knowledge regarding the 
use of speech acts that occurred in natural contexts. Additionally, this study will 
provide teachers with a greater basis for improving the teaching and assessment 
of spoken and written English. Results may be utilized in the fields of studying 
media discourse and political discourse, both of which are characterized by 
indirect and/or pragmatic strategies. 
 

Overall, an individual's understanding of pragmatics will play a vital role in their 
ability to interpret both contemporary discourse and future studies regarding the 
use of language, social interaction, and the social construction of meaning. 

1.7 Theoretical Framework: Speech Act Theory 

This study utilizes Speech Act Theory as its theoretical basis for examining how 
people use language in today's English discourse. Speech Act Theory enables us 
to understand how utterances are actions, rather than merely an example of a 
medium to convey information. Speech Act Theory defines how we may 
understand how someone conveys a message based on the social and contextual 
conditions in which an utterance occurs. 

The founder of Speech Act Theory, J.L. Austin, was the first to challenge the idea 
that the primary function of language is to describe a state of affairs. Austin 
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asserted that performative utterances exist and that performatives are inherently 
different from just stating facts, based upon Austin (1962). 

Austin defined performatives between three distinct types of language: 1. 
Locutionary act: The act of producing an utterance; 2. Illocutionary act: The 
speaker's comprehended intention or communicative force of the utterance; 3. 
Perlocutionary act: The impact that the utterance has on the listener, such as 
persuading, frightening, convincing, and so on.  

The distinction between illocutionary and perlocutionary force is significant for 
pragmatic analysis because it emphasizes that meaning is not inherent to an 
utterance but instead depends on its context and intention. For instance, a 
statement made in a declarative tone can serve various purposes, such as warning, 
requesting, complaining, or dictating, depending on the situation in which that 
statement was made. This is one way Speech Act Theory is relevant to modern 
analysis of discourse, in which we see so much indirect and implied meaning. 
 

Building on Austin's original work, John Searle developed an elaborate 
explanation of speech acts through his own theory of speech act classification by 
communicative function. He classified speech acts into 5 such categories: 1. 
Assertive Speech Acts (where an individual is representing something as true), 2. 
Directive Speech Acts (where the speaker is trying to influence the behaviour of 
the individual), 3. Committal Speech Acts (where the speaker is committing to do 
something in the future), 4. Expressive Speech Acts (where the speaker expresses 
his or her mental state), and 5. Declaring Speech Acts (where the speaker makes a 
change in social or institutional reality simply by speaking it) (Searle, 1979). 

This classification system is a valuable analytical tool for identifying and 
classifying speech acts within discourse. Searle’s contribution to this field lay in 
his proposed definition of indirect speech acts. He stated that “viewed as an 
extension of illocutionary acts, speakers often perform one illocutionary act by 
means of performing another illocutionary act (e.g., making a request in the form 
of a question, or criticising someone in the form of an assertion). In these 
situations, the literal meaning of the utterance made by the speaker differs from its 
function as a method of communicating an illocutionary act; thus, when 
attempting to identify the intending explanatory meaning of the utterance, the 
hearer identifies the intending explanatory force of an utterance according to the 
shared background of both speaker and hearer, and also by contextual clues in the 
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speech situation and by pragmatic inference (Searle, 1979). The recognition of 
indirect speech act performance is extremely important in today’s English-
speaking world because the type of social norms that are established by politeness 
strategies or by exercising social power make the use of indirect forms of 
expression common. 

According to Speech Act Theory, contextual factors play a significant role in 
determining the illocutionary force associated with an utterance. Contextual 
factors may include temporo-spatial factors, the type of social relationship 
between the participants, the cultural conventions at play, and the institutional 
nature of the context in which an utterance is produced. Without considering the 
aforementioned contextual factors, it is impossible to accurately understand an 
utterance, because these contextual factors have a direct effect on both the 
production and interpretation of illocutionary acts. These contextual factors 
correlate with today’s perspectives of discourse analysis, as they view meaning as 
being dynamic through simultaneous interaction rather than static. 

Speech acts are the basic units used to help us understand the function of language 
in common communication situations. Utilizing Speech Act Theory, this study 
investigates present-day English dialogue by looking at the ways in which people 
communicate through language to execute social acts, generate meaning, and meet 
their desired outcomes in communication. The theoretical model serves as a 
reliable foundation for evaluating the connection between language, intent, and 
context in the way English is used today. 

2. Methodology:  
   2.1 Study Design and Data Analysis Procedures 

The study design of the study is qualitative descriptive/analytical, which is 
consistent with the aims of a pragmatic or discourse-based study project. 
Qualitative methodology enables the exploration of the contextual meaning of 
speech acts by providing a more thorough evaluation of linguistic cues and their 
usage contexts than does simply counting the frequency of occurrence. This study 
aims to explore how speech acts are currently being utilized in spoken English. As 
a result, qualitative methodology was used to provide the researcher with the 
latitude to interpret the pragmatic characteristics of speech acts in terms of how 
they relate to their contextual use. 
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The data collected for this study were selected samples of contemporary English 
language discourse from real-life communication settings. These sources included 
media, political speeches, and everyday communication examples. The samples 
were selected based on their relevance to the study’s objectives and because they 
represent examples of various types of speech acts. All of the selected examples 
represent different discourse settings in which the speaker has used language as a 
means of achieving social goals, as a means of negotiating meaning, and as a 
means of influencing an audience. 

The analysis of the data is based on Speech Act Theory through a pragmatic 
discourse-analytical approach. For each selected text, each utterance is identified 
based on its speech act type. The analysis follows Searle's classification of speech 
acts, and thus each utterance is categorized as either assertive, directive, 
commissive, expressive, or declarative; this classification is the primary analytical 
structure in which to organize and interpret the data. 

In addition to identifying speech act categories, the analysis will also focus on how 
to interpret the illocutionary force of each utterance; in particular, cases of indirect 
speech acts will be of concern to the researcher. Indirect speech acts are those cases 
in which the intended communicative function differs from the literal grammatical 
form. I will be looking at indirect speech acts, using the context of social 
relationships between participants, the situation of the interaction, and the broader 
context, to understand how meaning is created and communicated. I will use this 
information to accurately determine how meaning has been established when the 
interactions between the participants are analyzed in real-time and in real-life 
situations. 
 

I will also analyze speech acts by examining the functional aspects of the speech 
act in discussions rather than simply treating them as single speech acts.  An 
analysis of speech acts in regard to the contexts before and after them shows that 
they function in a dynamic, interactive fashion and reflect the way that meaning is 
developed physically through interaction (i.e., through conversational exchanges) 
rather than simply through the use of sentences. 

To ensure that the analysis was more accurate and consistent, all examples were 
interpreted using proven principles of pragmatics. A qualitative analysis was used 
rather than a quantitative analysis because the goal of the study was to understand 
functional usage of language rather than make generalizations based on frequency 
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counts. This study provides a methodologically sound and theoretically justified 
analysis of speech acts in present-day English conversation. 

2.2 Data Analysis: Applied Examples 

Applied pragmatic analyses of selected examples from current English discourse 
provide examples of the function of speech acts in actual communication. This 
analysis is based on Speech Act Theory and will show how speech acts can be 
analyzed together with the illocutionary force of those acts and contextual factors 
in the construction of the meaning of an utterance. The examples selected 
represent a variety of contexts in which people use English in contemporary 
society. This includes examples of media discourse, political speeches, and 
informal conversations publicized from 2020 to 2025. 
 

In media discourse, assertive speech acts are often used to convey information as 
being factual and authoritative.  

For example, a headline that states: 

 “The government has announced new economic measures.”  

This is an example of an assertive speech act because the speaker or institution 
issuing the statement has committed themselves to the propositional truth of the 
statement. Although the headline appears to be simply providing factual 
information, its value extends beyond merely reporting facts. The use of the verb 
has announced creates a heightened sense of credibility and institutional 
authority, leading readers to believe that the information is credible. The 
illocutionary force of the act of assertion is further enhanced by the institutional 
contexts (e.g., news reporting) in which assertions take place, where a high 
expectation for both objectivity and factuality exists. 

Media discourse frequently features directive speech acts where the speaker 
attempts to persuade or advise others to take action.  

For example:  

“Experts diagnose a need to reduce energy consumption.” 

This sentence includes an implicit directive speech act meant to try to persuade 
citizens to reduce their consumption of energy. The use of the verb increase is a 
weakened version of an implication of a directive action; thus, it conforms to social 
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norms regarding politeness and responsibility. The indirectness of the directive 
speech act indicates that consideration has been given to the audience’s autonomy 
while the speech act is still providing a clear action-related purpose. 
 

Commissive speech acts are also used extensively within political discourse, 
where political speakers make a commitment to perform an activity in the future.  
 

For instance: 

 "We will improve the quality of services and create new job opportunities.”  

This is an example of an explicit commitment by the political speaker to act in the 
future. Political speakers often make use of such committal speech acts to enhance 
their credibility and build trust with the audience.  
 

        Moreover, speech acts of commitment are generally made in conjunction with 
larger rhetorical strategies, including assertive statements that are being used to 
report on current conditions and expressive statements that aim to elicit values that 
are common to both the speaker and the audience. The illocutionary force of the 
act of commitment is closely connected to what is normative in political discourse, 
where promises form an important basis for persuasion.  

Expressive types of speech acts are often produced in a type of political discourse 
as well as everyday conversation. As an example:  

"We truly regret the suffering caused by these occurrences."  

This sentence conveys the emotional disposition of the speaker with respect to an 
event. Expressive acts will not directly change external reality. However, they are 
important for managing interpersonal relationships and establishing one's moral 
orientation within that context. In political discourse, one can often observe an 
instance of an expressive type of utterance, such as an expression of regret or 
sympathy, that serves a strategic purpose of restoring legitimacy and/or providing 
support for the speaker’s actions. 
 

Though less frequently represented in the literature, indirect types of speech acts 
are nonetheless quite common in everyday interaction, where speakers prefer to 
use indirect forms of dialogue to limit or eliminate direct impositions.  
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For example, a speaker may produce the interrogative question "Could you close 
the window?" However, the question is used pragmatically as a request for action. 
To understand the illocutionary force of requesting, the recipient engages in 
pragmatic inferences based upon the situational context and their common 
understandings of shared conventions and cooperating with others. This example 
reveals that the literal meaning of an utterance is not necessarily equivalent to its 
communicative function, thus underscoring the importance of pragmatic inference 
as a means of establishing meaning within the interpretations of speech acts. 

From these examples, one can see that present-day spoken use of English occurs 
mostly as a function of context rather than as a result of being able to speak. That 
is to say, the way conversations between people happen is determined largely by 
where they are, who is having the conversation, and the cultural view of both the 
speaker and hearer. What can be noted from this analysis, therefore, is that 
directness, pragmatic inferences, and functional versatility are integral 
characteristics of how English speakers communicate with each other today. With 
the application of Speech Act Theory to naturally occurring situations, this study 
demonstrates the ways in which all forms of language function as instruments for 
social acts and meaning negotiation in everyday society. 

3. Discussion:  
   3.1 Interpretation of Findings 

Contemporary analyses of speech acts suggest that the primary function of 
language is to perform social actions rather than to convey information. 
Specifically, speakers make use of pragmatic strategies such as indirectness or 
contextual inference in order to accomplish their communicative goals. This 
finding concurs with the key assumptions of Speech Act Theory, which proposes 
that the most important components of the meaning are the illocutionary force and 
the speaker's intentions (Austin, 1962; Searle, 1979). 

According to the findings of the present study, a major observational trend that 
appeared in this study is that assertive and directive speech acts are the two most 
prevalent types of speech acts found across all forms of discourse (including 
newspaper articles, television broadcasts). Within the media context, assertive 
speech acts are used to convey information as being factual and authoritative, 
thereby establishing an identifiable position within the media institution itself, 
while simultaneously impacting how the audience interprets that information. This 
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result is consistent with a prior study indicating that assertive speech acts are key 
components used to create a societal perception based on data presented in the 
form of news media. Despite being presented as neutral, these assertives often 
carry an unspoken evaluative meaning; thus, appearing to be neutral statements 
are loaded with pragmatic significance. 

In Contemporary discourse contexts, there is evidence of the presence of indirect 
forms of request. The high usage of mitigated requests relates to the speaker’s 
consideration of social norms, politeness strategies, and power dynamics. Thus, to 
achieve their communicative intentions, speakers will be less likely to explicitly 
give a direct command and more likely to structure their requests as questions or 
suggestions, which allows them to influence the behaviour of others without 
overpowering them. This finding supports Searle's theory of indirect speech acts, 
where one is completed via another (Searle, 1979). It further corroborates Clark’s 
assertion that the use of indirectness is reliant on shared background knowledge 
and cooperative inferences (Clark, 1979). 

 

With the prevalence of commissives in political contexts, such as promises and 
commitments, accompanying persuasive techniques will be employed when 
attempting to persuade. Analysis shows that, within the context of the political 
discourse relies on sequential organization of assertive and expressive, 
commissive speech acts to create cohesive rhetorical structures, aimed at 
establishing credibility and mobilizing support. This sequencing conforms to 
previous literature that describes the strategic use of commissives within political 
communication (Dylgjeri, 2017; Muhsen and Smeer, 2022). The evident 
sequencing outlined above demonstrates that speech acts are enacted within the 
constructs of discursive structures, rather than as independent units. 

There are relatively few expressive speech acts; however, they significantly affect 
how we interact with other people and what type of identity we create for ourselves 
as speakers. Expressive speech acts (e.g., expressing remorse, expressing 
sympathy, and expressing gratitude) are an important means by which to establish 
one's moral and emotional position within the various discourses ongoing within 
our society. Strategically, within institutional environments, expressive forms of 
speech can serve as a means for emotional expression or serve a strategic function 
to assign blame or align oneself with the opinions of others. This suggests that the 
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strategic use of expressives in public speaking is based on a sensitivity to context 
or the pragmatics of the language in addition to its overall purpose. 

A review of the existing data on expressive language reveals that the larger social 
context is an important influence on the illocutionary force of any given act of 
speech. The different illocutionary force of the same grammatical structure used 
in different contexts, i.e., different spoken acts, will also rely heavily on how that 
structure is modified by the situational, social, and/or institutional elements 
surrounding it. A critical implication of the findings from this study suggests that 
the pragmatic meaning of spoken language should not be evaluated solely on the 
grammatical form of the expression, but also needs to be evaluated based on 
consideration of the contextual constraints imposed by the speech of a given 
individual. That said, the work of Culpeper and Archer (2008) would further 
support this perspective that the analysis of speech acts should be conducted via 
interactional/discourse analyses as opposed to performing isolated analyses of a 
given statement by analysing the illocutionary force of a given performance based 
on the inclusion of all possible illocutions of those forms of performance.  

The findings reveal that the contemporary use of English includes a range of 
meanings within the context of each language; therefore, there is an 
interrelationship between all three aspects of the language's fluidity, precision, and 
functionality in its various forms when conveying meaning. Speech acts, in 
particular, are central to how individuals produce meanings, exert influence over 
others, and control their social networks through the process of communication. 
The use of Speech Act Theory has demonstrated even further just how significant 
it is to employ process-based methods of pragmatic analysis to provide a more 
complete understanding of how language functions today, and therefore, language 
functions as an idiom of communication between people. Lastly, speech act 
methods provide us with both a functionally-based and empirically-based 
framework for examining contemporary uses of the English language. 

4. Conclusion and Recommendations 
The study project aims to explore how speech acts can be studied via a pragmatic 
approach to understand how language acts as a social behavior in actual 
communication situations. This study uses the Speech Act theory developed by 
Austin and Searle as a means of analyzing selected examples of media discourse, 
political speeches, and daily conversations to identify speech act types, interpret 
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illocutionary force, and examine the role context has in meaning construction. The 
findings of this study show that meaning in modern English discourse is generally 
not conveyed through only the literal linguistic form of language, but that the 
emergent meanings come from pragmatic inference, contextual interpretation, and 
speaker intent. 

Contemporary English discourse (in institutional contexts such as media and 
political communications) includes assertive and directive speech acts at a higher 
rate than other speech acts. Within the context of these two speech acts, assertive 
speech acts are typically used to present information as both factual and reliable; 
whereas directive speech acts (frequently used in indirect forms) are intended to 
affect how the audience behaves without imposing their will overtly onto them. 
Promises and commitments (commissive speech acts) serve as major strategies of 
persuasion in political discourse. Expressive speech acts, although not as 
frequently used, are still extremely significant for the management of inter-
personal relationships and the construction of the speaker's identity. All types of 
discourse samples indicate the common usage of indirect speech acts by speakers 
because they exhibit sensitivity to social norms, politeness, and power differential 
between speakers. 

The results of this study support the main claims of Speech Act Theory due to the 
applicability of the theory to the study of discourse in contemporary contexts. 
Illocutionary force cannot be determined completely through concepts based on 
grammatical form, and must be determined in relation to contextual 
variables/models such as social roles, institutional context, and shared cultural 
knowledge. By using authentic data from spoken or written discourse to further 
demonstrate the applicability of Speech Act Theory, this study aids in our 
understanding of pragmatics as a progressive discipline that concerns itself with 
how language is used and not the abstract form of linguistic items. 

There are some important real-world implications for people who work in the field 
of Applied Linguistics (such as education) and for study done in discourse analysis 
and language education. Understanding how speech acts work in everyday life 
enables learners to improve their pragmatic consciousness, i.e., their 
understanding of pragmatics as part of communicative competence; that means 
pragmatic competence extends beyond simply being grammatically correct. 
Further, the findings of this study present ways to analyze political/media 
discourse; i.e., how pragmatic approximative, normative, and potentially 
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constructive strategies help develop public opinion and/or provide cues for 
interpreting audience actions. 
 

The findings of this study support several ideas about the future study of speech 
acts. Future studies may look at larger numbers of speech acts (e.g., by increasing 
samples) or by using quantitative methodologies (e.g., `corpus linguistic' 
methodologies) to supplement qualitative findings. Researchers may wish to 
conduct comparative studies on cross-linguistic and/or cross-cultural differences 
(or similarities) in the use of speech acts. Future study should also focus on the 
new ways that we communicate electronically (e.g., use of social media), 
particularly as communication continues to evolve at a rapid pace and the nature 
of pragmatic strategies becomes increasingly complex. All of these future 
directions will add considerable value to the study of speech acts and will help 
develop a better understanding of language as a social action in today's forms of 
communication. 
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