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Abstract
This paper explores the intricate relationship between pragmatics and wordmeaning in modern English, emphasizing how
context, speaker intention, and conversational implicature shape semantic interpretation.. However, while traditional
semantics deals with the static meaning of words, pragmatics emphasizes the dynamic character of meaning as being affected
by situational factors. The research provides insight into how the modern English speaker uses our collective knowledge, social
norms, and characteristics of discourse to decipher meaning that goes beyond just the book definition. By examining
real-world cases and contemporary linguistic theories, this study presents the importance of pragmatics in explicating inferred
meanings and ambiguous elements in order to create clearer communicative contexts. In the end, the paper concludes that one
cannot have a full understanding of contemporary English wordmeaning without a pragmatic perspective.
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Introduction

The study ofwhatwords actuallymeanhashistorically been amat-
ter for semantics, the sub-field of linguistics most closely associ-
ated with the dictionary reading of what words literally mean. But
as language continues to change and communication gets more
subtle, it has become apparent that the meaning of words cannot
be correctly applied without regard to pragmatics. Pragmatics in-
vestigates how meaning is created and understood in particular
contexts, considering the intentions of the speaker, assumptions
of the listener, and the knowledge that is shared between inter-
locutors. Pragmatic competence is fundamental to communica-
tion in contemporary and everyday English, in which an expres-
sion is never a one-to-one counterpart to the meaning behind it.
Depending on the cultural hinterland, social setting, tone, and the
structureof thediscourse,words andphrases canmeanverydiffer-
ent things. For example, the expression“Can you go up to thewin-
dow?”cannot question one’s ability (but)may be viewed not just
as interrogative but as a polite request —the difference between
lexical meaning and use. Through examination of recent usage
of some common words, we seek to establish the links between
pragmatics and the meaning of words in English today. Through

analyzing different kinds of pragmatic instances like implicature,
presupposition, deixis, and speech acts, the research aims to show
howmeaning is actively formed in real communicative situations.
However, this is more about pragmatics and how you understand
pragmatics, given how it thrived and basked in the torch of prag-
matics before it had been different in the dynamics of structured
and variegated human interaction.

Literature review

Scholarly interest in the intersection of pragmatics and word
meaning within the field of linguistics is not new. Researchers
have suggested that semantic theory (the studyof the literalmean-
ing of words) is insufficient to explain meaning as it is under-
stood in everyday speech. Modern pragmatic theory was founded
by philosophers and linguists like Paul Grice (1975) as early as
the 1960s and 1970s with his theory of conversational implica-
ture. Grice suggested that speakers say more than they mean,
and listeners work based on cooperative principles and more spe-
cific maxims of conversation. His work is fundamental in under-
standing the ways that pragmatic meaning can diverge from lit-

Compiled on: April 16, 2025.
Manuscript prepared by the author.

169



170 | International journal of science and technology, 2025, Vol. 02, No. 05

eral meaning. Developing Grice’s ideas further, Stephen C. Levin-
son (1983) highlighted the significance of context and inference in
communication. He proposed that when words are ambiguous or
polysemous, pragmatics is crucial for deciphering the meaning of
a phrase or sentence. His work contributed to bridging the divide
between semantics and pragmatics, advancing the idea that lin-
guisticmeaning is not only encoded in language but inferred from
usage. More recently, the prevailing discourse has been developed
through the prism of pragmatic mechanisms in different commu-
nicative settings by scholars such as George Yule (1996) and Di-
ane Blakemore (2002). Yule’s work offered approachable frame-
works for speech acts, deixis, and presupposition, whereas Blake-
more emphasized relevance theory and the cognitive processes be-
hind pragmatic inference. Pragmatics, based on the understand-
ing that meaning is not solely determined by linguistic form but
rather constructed through the interplay of language with its con-
text, becomes even more central in modern English communica-
tion, which is shaped by the impact of the internet, global com-
munication, and complex sociolinguistic environments. Crystal
(2011) and Taguchi (2015) have investigated the influence of tech-
nology and globalization on pragmatics: reasons for the increased
importance of contextual sensitivity in meaning-making due to
developments in these overarching areas. In conclusion, the only
way to get a complete picture of how to understand words in mod-
ern English would be to complement formal semantics with prag-
matic analysis. The study of pragmatics may have its origins in
the past, but its application to theunderstanding andgeneration of
modern language, the waymeaning is negotiated and constructed
across the speaker-listener divide—and the way it will be moving
forward as the world copes with and integrates technologies—re-
mains not just relevant but absolutely necessary.

Methodology

This study adopts a qualitative research approach to explore how
pragmatics influences word meaning in modern English. The
method is a call for description and some exemplification by natu-
rally occurring spoken or written English discourse. The training
data is made up of transcripts of conversational exchanges, me-
dia content (from interviews to podcasts to TV shows), and se-
lected written material found in online communication, such as
forums and social media posts. Pathetic Pragmatic Features Anal-
ysis is an approach that deals with identifying the pragmatic fea-
tures that play a significant role in determining the meaning of a
word/message, such as (but not limited to) conversational implica-
ture, speech acts, deixis, presupposition, and context-dependent
expressions. The analysis of the chosen strings is conducted using
pragmatic theories propounded by Grice (1975), Levinson (1983),
andmore recent theories suggested by Yule (1996) and Blakemore
(2002) to reveal how meaning is constructed beyond the lexical.
The data were classified by type of pragmatic phenomenon and
analyzed for their impact on the interpretation of meaning of the
word. Significant focus is placed on understanding how these fea-
tureswork in contemporary English society, especially in informal
use,where the Internet anddirect talk come together to tele-relate
bymeans of assumptionwithin context. It can provide valuable in-
sights into theway thatmeaning is constructed and understood in
the context of day-to-day language use.

Discussions and results

Selected examples of the discourse indicate that pragmatic factors
can systematically affect the interpretation of word meaning in
contemporary English. One of the major breakthroughs is the ac-
ceptance that speakers mean more than what they say: conver-
sational implicature. For instance, in the sentence“It’s cold in

here,”the literal meaning is about temperature, while the prag-
matic meaning is commonly a request to close the window or stop
the fan. This is consistent with Grice’s theory, where coopera-
tiveness and contextual signals are used by listeners to get at the
speaker’s actual intention. Another significant observation is the
significance of context and deixis in discerning the reference and
meanings ofwords. Words like“here,”“there,”“this,”and“that”
have meaning according to the physical context or text in which
they can be used. In online communications, however, deixis be-
comes vague without context, requiring clarification through pre-
viousmessages ormedia, underscoring theneed for sharedknowl-
edge of the environment. The data also show that speech acts like
requests, apologies, and commands often do not conform to a lit-
eral structure. Indirect speech acts, such as saying“Could youpass
the salt?”rather than“Pass the salt,”illustrate howpoliteness and
social conventions shape meaning pragmatically. That reflects
howmeaning is negotiated socially, not just encoded linguistically.
One key finding pertains to digital communication, where emoti-
cons, punctuation, and formatting serve as extra pragmatic sig-
nals. For instance, the difference between“Okay.”and“Okay...”
can indicate agreement or reluctance, respectively. Such slight
shifts showhow themeaning of words in contemporary English is
intricately linked tomultimodal and situational cues. All in all, the
findings, as a whole, support the realization that pragmatic com-
petence is necessary to decode meaning appropriately given the
scope of the English language used in everyday life. ”It’s not only
what’s said, but the context, tone, and shared background knowl-
edge that add up to meaning, and that simply doesn’t work across
cultures.” Hence, pragmatics is not just an integral part of seman-
tics, but crucial to howwemake sense of and understandmeaning.

Conclusion

This study has examined the evolving interplay between pragmat-
ics and lexical semantics in contemporary English, underscoring
the importance of pragmatics, speaker intent, and implicatures in
deriving meaning that transcends literal linguistic forms. These
findings illustrate thatmeaning is not something fixed, amere re-
flection of the definitions found in a dictionary, but is dynamic, in-
fluenced by numerous pragmatic aspects, including implicature,
deixis, speech acts, and social conventions. Based on real exam-
ples from speech and text, the research illustrates how speak-
ers of English today use pragmatic competence to make sense of
meaning, navigate politeness, and interpret ambiguous or indirect
forms of expression. In particular, pragmatic awareness is essen-
tial to prevent communicative misunderstandings and to achieve
successful interaction [4], especially in the context of the rapid de-
velopment of technology (in particular, digital and multicultural
communication environments). So, to sum up, the result of our
study: a full account of word meaning in contemporary English
can provide an adequate account of semantic meaning, yet needs
to explore pragmatic knowledge as well. Further research chal-
lenges regarding cross-cultural pragmatic differences orhow tools
use AI and languages in handling, interpreting, or applying prag-
matic principles during human-computer interaction.
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