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PE®EPAT

I'pupacoB Muxami AJieKCaAaHAPOBUY
KocBeHHbIe peyeBbie AKTHI ¢ CEMAHTUKOM YTPO3bI

CocraB qumiomMHoi padorsi: 45 ctpanui, 20 HICTOYHUKOB

KuioueBble ci10Ba: peueBoii akT, KOCBEHHBIN peueBOM aKT, TEOPHs peUEBbIX
aKTOB, YIrpo3a, pE4YeBOM aKT YIrpo3bl, MEHACUB, YCIOBHE YCHEIIHOCTH,

HUMIUTMOUTHOCTDb, HMILIIMKATYpPa, SKCINIMOIUTHOCTD.

B pabGote paccmarpuBaercst Bompoc o peueBoMm akte (PA) yrpossr:
po0JIEMBbI €ro BBIJCIICHUS B CAMOCTOSTENBHBIN PEUEBOM aKT, COCYILIECTBOBAHUE C
npyrumu PA, nepudepuiinbie peanuszanuu PA yrpossl. Cpenn pedyeBBbIX aKTOB
yIpo3bl 0COOYIO TPYIIITY COCTABISIOT MEHACUBBI C UMIUIMIIMTHON YIPO30M, TO €CTh
TaKU€ pEYeBbIC aKThl, B KOTOPBIX yIrpo3a HE MOCTyIupyercs OyKBaJbHO,
HKCIUTMLUTHO, HO MOXET OBbITh MOHATAa U pacumdpoBaHa agpecaToM KaK HaMek.
Takue PA MBI IpUYHCIISIEM K KOCBEHHBIM PEYEBBIM aKTaM C CEMAHTUKOW YIpO3BI.

OHU pacrpoCTpaHEHBI KaK B XyJI0KECTBEHHOM JIUTEPATYPE, TAK U B YCTHOU pEUHN.

AKTyaJIbHOCTh pabOThI B TOM, YTO JJaHHAs TeMa — PeueBbl€ aKThl YIPO3bl, a
Takke KocBeHHble peueBble akThl (KPA) — mpencraBisier Uil uccinegoBaTenen
OONBIION WHTEpPEeC, TaKME MEHACHBBI PACCMATPUBAIOTCS C PA3IMYHBIX TOYEK
3p€HHUs, HO MPU ITOM 3a4acTyl0 HET €JUHOr0 MOJAXO0Ja K THUIIOJIOIMH, €IUHOMN
kinaccudukanun takux PA. Mpbl npeasiaraeM BbAendTh U3 BceX PA  yrposbl

rpyniy KPA yrpo3ssl, 1 yXe BHyTpH HEE TPOBOJAUTH TUIIOJIOTHUIO MEHACHUBOB.

B kauectBe 00BEKTa HCCIENOBaHUA ObLIM BBIOpAHBI PEYEBBIE AKTHI C
CEMAaHTUKOM YIpO3bl, B3SThIE U3 YCTHOW CIIOHTAHHOM PEYM, U3 XYI0KECTBEHHBIX

TCKCTOB, (I)I/IJIBMOB H TCIICCCPUAJIOB.



PODEPAT

I'peinacay Mixain Ansikcanapasiv
YCKOCHBIS MaYJIEHYbISI AKThI 3 CEMAHTBHIKAN NArpo3bl

CxJaa aIbIIJIOMHAl mpanbl: 45 crapoHak, 20 KpbIHILI

KirwouyaBbis C10BbI: MayJIeHYbl aKT, YCKOCHBI MayJI€HYbl aKT, TIOPBIA
MayJaeHYbIX aKTay, IMarposa, MayJeH4Ybl aKT I1arpo3bl, MeEHaciy, yMoBa

MACIISIXOBACII, IMIUTII[BITHALD, IMILTIKATYPa, SKCIUTIIBITHACIID.

VY mpanpl pasmisgaeniia neiTaHHe a0 MayneHubiM akie (MA) marposbi:
npabJieMBbl SITO BBUTYYDHHS § cCaMacTOMHBI MayJE€HYbl aKT, CylCHaBaHHE 3 1HIIBIMI
MA, nepoideprlitHbig pramizaibii MA narpo3sl. Capoji MaylIeHYbIX aKTay Marpo3bl
acoOHYyI0 TpYIy CKJIaJarollb MEHAcCiBbl 3 IMIUTIBITHAW Iarpo3ai, I.3H. Takis
MayJIeHYbIsl aKThl, y AKIX Marpo3a He MacTyJIIoella JiTapaibHa, SKCIUIIIBITHA, aJie
MOka OBILIb 3pa3zymenail 1 pacuisippaBaHail agpacaram sik HamEk. Takis MA Mbl
JallyqyaeM Ja YCKOCHBIX MAayJIeHUbIX aKTay 3 CeMaHTbIKal narposbl. SHbI

pacrnaycro/pkaHbl K Y MacTallKkai JiTapaTyphbl, Tak 1 Y ByCHBIM MayJIeHHI.

AKTyallbHacUp Ipanbl y TbIM, IITO JAA3€HAs TOMa — MAayJEeHYbIS AaKThI
nmarposbl, a Takcama YCKOCHBISI MayneHubls akTel (YMA) — mpancraynse nmis
Jacienublkay TMAYHYIO I1KaBacllb, TaKish MEHACIBBl Pa3MisaloIiia 3 PO3HBIX
NyHKTAay TJEDKaHHS, aje Mphl TOTHIM YacTa HAMA HIBOJHAra NaAbIXOAy Ja
ThINAJOT11, aa3iHail kiacidikanpii Takix MA. Mbl npananyemM BbUTYYbBIIb 3 YCiX
MA marpo3sl rpyny YMA marpossl, 1 yko ¥ €i mpaBoa3illb ThINANAri3albio

MEHaciBay.

VYV gakacui ab’exray pgacienBaHHS ObUIl BBHIOpAHBI MayJeHUbIS aKThbl 3
CEeMaHThIKall Marpo3bl, y3fAThIsI 3 ByCHara CHaHTaHHara MayJjeHHs, MacTalKiX

TIKCTAY, QLIbMay 1 TaJECHphIsay.






ABSTRACT

Hrydasau Mikhail Aliaksandravich
Indirect speech acts with threat semantics

Content of the diploma paper: 45 pages, 20 sources

Keywords: speech act, indirect speech act, speech act theory, threat, threat
speech act, menacive, condition of success, implicitness, implicature, explicitness.

The paper describes the issue of Threat speech act: Problems of its
segregation in a separate speech act, coexistence with other SA, peripheral
implementation of threat. Among all of Speech acts there’s a special group of
threats with implicit threat, there are speech acts, in which the threat is not
postulated literally, explicitly, but can be understood and solved by the addressee
as a hint. Such SA we number to indirect speech acts with the semantics of threat.
They are common in the literature as well as in speech.

Relevance of the diploma paper is in that fact: the subject (the threat speech
acts and indirect speech acts) is of great interest to researchers. Such SA as
menasives considered from different points of view, but often there is no single
approach to typology, unified classification of SA . We propose to distinguish the
indirect SA of threat among alll of the SA, and then to classify them.

As the object of the researches were selected speech acts with threat
semantics taken from oral spontaneous speech, from literary texts, films and
television series.



