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@ Culpeper,Jonathan and Kyto, Merja.Data in historical pragmatics: Spoken interaction (re)cast as writing[ J ].Jour-
nal of Historical Pragmatics.2000,(2).
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Press,1984.
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FHIE SCAAMRGT o 3K R 98 AR 7 72 W 3 L T (macro-approach) o (i 18 3C 2% (& G218 5 %) B BF 58 7
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A summary of the studies on historical pragmatics

ZHANG Xiu-song

(Chinese Language and Literature School,Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China)

Abstract: Historical pragmatics is a comparatively young branch within historical linguistics. It is
more or less interdisciplinary because of its borrowing from the theories and analytic frame of prag-
matics,as well as from the investigation approaches and analytic methods of sociolinguistics.Centering
on several important academic meetings and the publication of the academic journal Historical
Pragmatics , this paper gives a historical review of historical pragmatics,its two key paradigms, prag-
maphilology and diachronic pragmatics,as well as the different orientations and the main research top-
ics of the latter. It finally predicts the development of historical pragmatics.

Key Words: historical pragmatics; pragmaphilology; diachronic pragmatics

[REHE -=EMM]



