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The distinction between semantics and pragmatics is a central topic in philosophy of
language, as well as in certain areas of linguistics and cognitive science. According to one

way of understanding the distinction, semantics is the study of how sentences of a language
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or some suitable level of representation, such aslogical forms compositionally determine
truth conditions, while pragmatics is the study of inferences that hearers draw on the basis of
interpreting truth-conditional meaning. The former is sometimes referred to as “what is
said,” the latter as “what is meant." On this way of thinking of the demarcation, semantics
studies the way in which truth conditions are associated with sentences in a systematic way
depending on the lexical meanings of their parts and their mode of combination. By contrast,
pragmatics is the study of how semantic meaning, the mental states of the speaker
and hearers, and other contextual features underpin what is communicated by utterances.
For example, on this conception, the semantic study of a sentence like “Anna drank two beers
and drove home” would be the study of the compositional determination of the truth
conditions that the sentence is true if and only if it is true that Anna drank two beers and it is
true that Anna drove home. On the other hand, an utterance of the sentence, in most
situations, communicates that Anna drove home after drinking the two beers. This latter fact
would be studied by pragmatics. The controversy over the distinction between semantics
and pragmatics arises, in part, from various arguments to the effect that pragmatic processes
are involved in determining truth-conditional meaning, or what is said. Hence, proponents
of the view often called “Contextualism,” in this area, typically argue that there is no clear
distinction between what is said and what is meant, in that there is no way of isolating an
aspect of the meaning of a sentence that is determined without influence from contextual
factors such as the mental states of the participants. Some Contextualist believes that
theorizing about what is communicated by utterances, in context, is nevertheless possible
although it must be a thoroughly pragmatic study. Others are more skeptics and dismiss any
attempt to theorize systematically about natural language meaning. One kind of opposition
to Contextualism, of this kind, comes from theories, sometimes called
“Indexicalist,” according to which even contextual effects on what is said, or truth-
conditional meaning, is determined compositionally, in context that is by linguistic material
at the relevant level of representation. On the other hand, so-called “Minimalist" opponents
of Contextualism hold that compositional processes invariably determine a fully-fledged
truth-conditional level of meaning, which is nevertheless often not identical to what is
communicated in context. Debate in this area ranges from general issues concerning the
nature of communication and linguistic representation to questions about specific
expressions and constructions in natural languages. The debate has implications for how to
understand the nature of languages, what it means to know a language, as well as for many
other issues concerning speech acts, mental states, and other topics. [1].

The main difference between semantics and pragmatics is that the semantics
studies the meaning of words and their meaning within sentences whereas the pragmatics
studies the same words and meanings but with emphasis on their context as well.

Both semantics and pragmatics are two main branches of study in linguistics. They
both study the meaning and the significance of words in a language. But there is a distinct
difference between semantics and pragmatics.

Semantics is simply the branch of linguistics that concerns studying the meanings of
words as well as their meanings within a sentence. Thus, it is the study of linguistic meaning,
or more precisely, the study of the relation between linguistic expressions and their meaning.
Therefore, it considers the meaning of a sentence without paying attention to their context.[2]
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To explain further what semantics means in linguistics, it can be denoted that “it is the
study of the interpretation of signs or symbols used in agentsor communities within
particular circumstances and contexts”. Hence, according to this, sounds, facial expressions,
body language, and proxemicshave semantic (meaningful) content, and each of these
comprises several branches of study. Moreover, in written language, things like paragraph
structure and punctuation bear semantic content; other forms of language bear other
semantic content

Thus, semantics focuses on three basic aspects: “the relations of words to the objects
denoted by them, the relations of words to the interpreters of them, and, in symbolic logic,
the formal relations of signs to one another (syntax)”. Therefore, semantics also looks at the
ways in which the meanings of words can be related to each other.

Furthermore, semantics has two main categories as lexical semantics and phrasal
semantics. Accordingly, lexical semantics concerns the meanings of words and the meaning
of relationships among words, while phrasal semantics concerns the meaning of syntactic
units, which are larger than words. Similarly, semantic properties are the components of
meanings of words. Thus, under lexical semantics, semantics analyze words and see how
they can be related to each other with relations to synonyms, antonyms, homonyms,
polysemy, figures of speech, etc. Phrasal semantics concerns concepts such as paraphrase,
contradiction, ambiguity, mutual entailment, etc.

For example, this sentence — “He is so cool.”

Semantically, this sentence can be interpreted as — He is very nice, a compliment to the
person, which is the literal meaning. But under pragmatics, this sentence suggests the
context: the positive attitude of the speaker towards the person. This is the intended or the
inferred meaning in the sentence.

Semantics looks at these relationships in language and how these meanings are
created. This is a necessity for understanding how language works as a whole.

Pragmatics is another branch of linguistics. Similar to semantics, pragmatics also
studies the meanings of words, but it pays emphasis on their context. In other words,
pragmatics is “the study of the use of linguistic signs, words, and sentences, in actual
situations.” [3].

Thus, it looks beyond the literal meaning of an utterance or a sentence, considering
how the context impacts its meaning to be constructed as well the implied meanings.

Therefore, unlike semantics, pragmatics concerns the context of that particular words
and how that context impacts their meaning.

For example, think of a situation when you and your friends are planning to give a
surprise birthday party to one of your colleagues, and after everything is ready you see the
colleague is on the way to the classroom and suddenly one of your friends shout “Candles?”
“Candles?” might indicate that you forgot to put candles on the birthday cake. Therefore,
here that single word ‘candles’ convey a lot of meaning to you and your friends except for
the colleague who has no idea that you have planned a surprise birthday party for him/her.

This is what pragmatics is about. Unlike semantics, which only concerns the meaning
of the words, pragmatics goes a step further by looking at the same word in relation to its
context. Thus, pragmatics explains how language users are able to overcome
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apparent ambiguity since it explains the meaning relies on the manner, time, place, etc. of an
utterance. [5].

As the Linguist Jenny Thomas points out, pragmatics considers three basic principles:

. The negotiation of meaning between speaker and listener.

. The context of the utterance.

. The meaning potential of an utterance.

Even though semantics is concerned only with the exact, literal meaning of the words and
their interrelations, pragmatics focuses on theinferred meaning the speakers and listeners
perceive.

Similarities between semantics and pragmatics

. Both semantics and pragmatics are main branches of linguistics.

. Semantics and pragmatics both basically focus on studying the meanings of words in
a language.

Difference between semantics and pragmatics

Semantics is the study of words and their meanings in a language while pragmatics is
the study of words and their meaning in a language with concern to their context.

While semantics focuses mainly on the significance of the meaning of words in a literal
sense, pragmatics additionally focuses on the meaning of words according to the context and
their inferred meanings as well. Semantics studies the literal meaning whereas pragmatics
studies the intended or the inferred meaning as well.

Linguistics is the scientific study of language; semantics and pragmatics are two basic
branches of linguistics. Though both these concern the study of words and their meanings in
a language, they are different from each other. Semantics focus on the meanings of words
without laying emphasis on their context whereas pragmatics does lay emphasis on the
context in addition to studying the meaning of the same words. This is the main difference
between semantics and pragmatics.

Reference:
1.”Semantics.” 2009. The Columbia Encyclopedia, 6th ed. Columbia University Press: New
York.
2. “What does semantics study?” All about Linguistics.
3. “What is pragmatics?” All about Linguistics.
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6. “Pragmatics.” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 22 Aug. 2018.
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Annotation. The article examines the literary language, which has risen to the level of a means
of communication in all spheres of human life.
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Asabmwii Tma Xakuga ram OopraHga aBBado alaOmii THUA- XaAK THUAVHVWHI, MUAAUI
TUAHVHT OAVIA INaKAM AeVMATaH Tabpudra Ayd Keaamms. AAaOuii TMAHUHI OAVIA INAKAAUTH
Oy TUAHMHI Vy3Mra XOCAUTMAQ, YHUHT Yy3ura Xoc Oearmaapu Ba Basudacuga KypUHaAU.
Aaabmit TMA XaAK THAU HeIu3Mja lo3ara KedaAu. AjaOwii TUMAHUHT Taligo OYAMIIM Ba YHU
sApaTuilljaH MaKca/ yMyMXaaK OMMaBMII al0Ka BOCUTacuHM spartmiaup. by xoa aaaGwii
THAAa KYII Ba3uaay XMC XyCyCVATUHM Io3ara KeATupaau. Azabuii TMAHVHI KyII KUppaAu Ba
Mypakka® Basudasapum adabumii TUAHMHI ycAyOaH TapMOKAAaHMIINMIA, ajalmii Tua
Aoupacuja XUAMa-XuA HYTKUI ycAyOJAapHUHI I03ara KeAuIlnra OAMO KeAaavuiky, Oy MUAAVIA
asabuil TmaAapra Xoc MyxXyM XycycuATAapAaH Oupyaup.

Asaabwil TMA MHCOHAAp XaéTUMHMHI Oapya coxaJapuda aloKa Kypoau Japaykacura
KyTapmiagu. By xoa agaOwii TmaHM MaJaHMAT Ba IMBUAMBAILIHMHI BOCMTauucura, OyHra
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