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Annotation: The article touches upon the role of the cooperative principle in the
process of speech interaction. To succeed participants should take into this principle in
the process of speech interaction. On the assumption four categories under one or
another of which will fall certain more specific maxims and submaxims that may be
distinguished.
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The functional-cognitive paradigm which occupies an important place in
modern linguistics is characterized by such distinctive features as expansionism,
anthropocentricity, functionalism and explanationality. One of the areas of linguistic
pragmatics along with the study of the pragmatic potential of linguistic units is the
study and analysis of the principles of speech interaction as well as the rules and
strategies with the help of which this process is carried out. Like any expedient activity,
communication activity is subject to the principle of rationality. It means that, a person,
wanting to achieve a certain goal, chooses an action that will allow them to achieve
this goal faster and with minimal effort and resources. This idea was reflected in the
already classic work of Paul Grice “Logic and conversation”. The scientist introduced
the concept of cooperative principle in his pragmatic theory. This principle is
implemented in several postulates that P. Grice calls maxims — the maxim of quantity
(be no less or no more than required), the maxim of quality (tell the truth, do not say
what you do not have sufficient grounds for), the maxim of relation (be relevant — do
not deviate from the topic), the maxim of manner (speak clearly, briefly and
consistently) [3].

Compliance with the cooperative principle communication is a kind of
“quasi-agreement” which is prescribed for all participants in the process of speech
interaction. It is important to note that the participants in this interaction are determined
to comply with this principle which is the basis for the implementation of various goals
in the communication process.

Analyzing the aforementioned maxims in his work P. Grice notes the fact
of the emergence of various doubts about this or that postulate. For example, with
regard to the maxim of quantity, he believed that while in general the transmission of
superfluous information was not a violation of the principle of cooperation, in some
cases such superfluous information could sometimes be misleading, giving rise to
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irrelevant questions and considerations; in addition, there may be an indirect effect
when the listener is confused by the fact that they suggested the presence of some
special purpose, a special sense in transmitting this unnecessary information. The
maxim of relation can also sometimes cause difficulties due to the presence of different
types and foci of relevance as well as due to possible displacement [Ibid.].

Criticizing Grice’s the principle of cooperation researchers have
repeatedly attempted to revise the number of maxims and regroup the postulates within
the framework of this principle. Theoretically, these categories are absolutely relevant,
but in the process of analyzing real speech communication, there is an inevitable need
for more detailed classification if necessary [5].

Real human communication is far from the process of perfect
communication. Some rules within the framework of the cooperative principle may be
violated, but, nevertheless, these violations do not undermine the general principle.
This means that the deviation from the rule receives a meaningful interpretation as a
kind of implicit meaning that corrects the appearance of the corresponding violation.
According to V.V. Bogdanov if the implication at the level of meaning is absent, it
would be necessary to question the validity of the cooperative principle itself [1].

The key point of the implicatures theory is that all participants of speech
interaction observe the cooperative principle, and if any of the maxims is violated, but
the communicator does not avoid cooperation, then the statement contains a hidden,
implicit meaning. From this point of view, according to some researchers the
communication model is based on the fact that the addressee needs to recognize and
reconstruct the intentions of the speaker [3].

In other words, the deliberate creation of implicatures by speakers does
not indicate a violation of the cooperative principle, but proves its flexibility. Thus,
thanks to the means of implicating information, it becomes possible to achieve a
perlocutive effect without generating those statements that would provide this effect.
At the same time it should be noted that if the addressee is unable to trace and recognise
the given implicature, or vice versa, detecting it where it was not originally laid down
can lead to a communicative failure and, as a result, to a state of incompatibility and
conflict.

The attitude to the cooperative principle as a universal principle of human
communication among modern linguists is rather ambiguous. On the one hand, the
cooperative principle can be applied not only to communication, but also to all rational
human behaviour. On the other hand, cooperative communication, which means the
desire to meet the addressee halfway in achieving their communicative goals, is a rather
rare phenomenon in real life. Social and gender characteristics of interlocutors and the
type of discourse are important factors recognized by many scientists who question the
cooperative principle [2].

Nevertheless, despite many discussions related to the cooperative
principle this theory is a kind of project that is constantly expanding, supplemented and
revised.
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CIEIIU®UKA OBYUYEHUS UHOS3BIYHOM KYJIBTYPE PEUEBOI'O
OBHIEHMA B KOHTEKCTE OBJIAJEHHUA COBOKYITHOCTBIO
KOMMYHUKATHUBHBIX 3HAHUM

K.puJ10J1.H., /Ipo3aoBa Taresana BiaagumupoBHa
Tynbcknii rocynapcTBEHHBIN negarorndyeckuid yausepeureT uM. JI.H. Tomcroro
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AnHoTanusi: CTaThsl MOCBSIIEHA 0COOEHHOCTAM OOYy4EHHUs KyJIbType peun Ha
MHOCTPAaHHOM  sI3bIKE  KaK  KOMIIOHEHTa  (OPMHUPOBAHUS  WHOS3BIYHOM
KOMMYHUKAaTUBHONH KoMmmeTeHIMu. Ocoboe MecTo B 3TOM MpOILEccEe 3aHMMAET
OBJIAZICHUE PA3JIMYHBIMU BUJIAMU 3HAHUM — KOHTEKCTHBIMU, UHTEPAKIIMOHAIbHBIMU,
A3BIKOBBIMM,  SABJIAIOLIUMUCS COBOKYIIHOCTBIO KOMMYHHMKATHBHBIX 3HAHUN U
MEXaHU3MOB.

KiloueBble ciaoBa: o0o0yueHHME HMHOCTPAHHOMY  SI3bIKY, HHOSI3bIYHAs
KOMMYHUKAaTHBHasi KOMIIETEHIUS, KyJbTypa HWHOS3BIYHOTO pPEYEBOrO OOLICHMS,
KOMMYHHMKAaTUBHOE 3HAHUE, MEXKYJIbTYPHOE B3aUMOJICUCTBHUE.

B coBpemeHHBIX peamuaXx B NEJArOrM4eCKOM  NPAaKTUKE  OYE€BUIHO
MIPOCIICKUBACTCS B3aMMOCBSI3h MEXIAY (POPMHUPOBAHNEM MHOSI3LIYHON KOMIIETEHITUEH
M OBJIQJICHUEM KYyJIbTYpOW PEUYeBOr0 OOIICHUS HAa MHOCTPAHHOM s3bIKe. MeToamka
(dhopMHUpOBaHUS KYJIBTYpPhl PEYEBOTO OOIIEHUS OMUPACTCS HA OOIINE TUIAKTUISCKHE
MIPUHITUITBEI OOYYCHHSI MHOCTPAHHOMY SI3BIKY — 3TO O3HAYaeT, YTO KyJIbTYpa PEYEBOTO
oOlIlIEHUsI HE U3YYaeTCsl OTAENbHO OT si3blka. MeToauueckas Hayka chopmylimpoBaia
U TOPUAECPKUBACTCS TMOJOKEHUS O B3aMMOCBSI3aHHOM H3YyYEHUM BCEX AacCIEKTOB
MHOCTPAHHOTO fA3bIKa. JIECTBUTENBHO, TPAMMATHKA SI3bIKA TECHO B3aMMOCBSI3aHA CO
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