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O0snacTh NpUMeHeHUs] H HOPMAaTHBHbIE CCHLIKHU
Hactosimass nporpamma  y4yeOHOM — AMCUMIUIMHBI — YCTaHaBIMBAaeT  TpeOOBaHUA K
0o0pa3oBaTelbHBIM pe3ylbTaTaM U pe3ylbTaraM OOydYeHHUs CTyJIeHTa U OIpeneiser
coJiepyKaHue U BUJIbI YU€OHBIX 3aHATUN U OTYETHOCTH.
[TporpaMMma npegHa3zHaueHa /s IpenojaBaresieii, BeAylux JMCHUIUINEY «PopmalibHas 1
JKCIIEPUMEHTAaJIbHAS IIparMaTukKay, yueOHbIX aCCUCTEHTOB M CTYICHTOB (haKyibTeTa
TYMaHUTApHBIX HAayK, U3yYaIOIIUX UK CBOOOTHOTO MHHOPA (haKylbTeTa TyMaHUTapHBIX
HayK MOJrOTOBKH OakaiaBpa.
[Tporpamma y4eOHOI AUCIUIUIMHBI pa3paboTaHa B COOTBETCTBHH C:

e (OOpazosarenbHbIM crannaprom HUY BIID.

Ienu ocBoeHNs U CHUILTTHHBI

IlensmMu ocBoeHMs AUCHUIUIMHBL «DopMallbHas W OKCIIEPUMEHTAJIbHAs IIparMaruka
ABJIFOTCS

o 3HAKOMCTBO C OCHOBHBIMH HAIPaBJICHUSIMH HCCIICIOBAaHHUS B OOJIACTH COBPEMEHHOM
JIMHIBUCTUYECKOU MParMaTHKU;

o yMeHue pabotars ¢ (opMaTbHO-TTPArMaTHUYECKUMHU MOJICIISIMU;

o npruoOpeTeHne HaBBIKOB JIM3aifHA OJKCIIEPUMEHTOB B 00JACTH JIMHTBUCTUYECKOM
IIparMaTUKH.

Komnerenuuu ody4yaiomerocsi, popmMupyemMbie B pe3yJibTaTe 0CBOEHUS TUCIUTLIMHBI

B pe3ynbrare 0CBO€HUS NUCLUIINHBI CTYIEHT JOJKEH:

° 3HaTh OCHOBHBIE TOHATHS COBPEMEHHOM JMHIBUCTUYECKOM MparMaTHkH (Hampumep,
«AMIUTMKATYpa»,  «IPECyNIO3ULMs», <«IPUHLUUI  KOONEepalun», «KOMMYHHKATUBHBIE
MaKCUMBD»);

° UMETh TPE/ICTABICHUE O COBPEMEHHBIX MPAarMarnyeckux TeOpusiX (HeOrpaliCHaHCTBO,
TEOpHsl PEJEBAHTHOCTH, paJUKalbHas IparMaTuka, OSKCIIepUMEHTaJlbHAas IparMaruka,
dopmanbHas ¥ SKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHAS TParMaTuka);

° YMETh HCIIONB30BaTh (popMallbHbIe W HIKCIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE MOIENH JUIS aHaIH3a
MHUKpPO- U MaKpOIparMaTu4eckux (EHOMEHOB (KOHTEKCTyallbHOE OOHOBIIEHHE, 00paboTka
JUCKYPCUBHOM  aHaophl, MOPOXKAECHUE  BIOXKEHHBIX  UMIUIMKATyp,  IOPOXKJIEHHE
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX UMILIHKATYP, TOPOXKIeHINEe M-UMITIHKATYp) U JIp.;

° chOopMHPOBaTh HABBIKM KPUTHYECKOTO MBIIUICHHS B OOJIACTH JIMHIBHCTUYECKOM
parMaTHKH.

B PE3YIbTATC OCBOCHUA NJUCHUIIIIMHBI CTYACHT OCBAMBACT CJICAYHOIINC KOMIICTCHIIUN

CIOCOOEH HCI0JIb30BaTh OCHOBHBIE MOHITHS U KaTEropun
[1K-1 COBPEMEHHOM JTMHIBUCTUKH B CBOEH MPOQeccrnoHaTbHON
JIEATEIbHOCTH

croco0eH MPOBOAUTH (HOPMATTU3AINIO TUHTBUCTUIECCKUX
[1K-2 3HAHWA, aHAJIU3 U CUHTE3 JIMHTBUCTUYECKUX CTPYKTYP,
KBAaHTUTATUBHEIN aHaJIN3 JUHIBUCTHYECKUX JaHHBIX C
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HCITOJIb30BaHMEM MaTeMaTHYeCKUX 3HAHUM 1 MCTOOOB

crioco0eH co3/1aBaTh U PEAAKTUPOBATh TEKCThI
npo¢eCCHOHATFHOTO HA3HAYEHUS, B TOM YHCIIE

I1K-3
KBaM(UKAIMOHHBIE pabOThI, TE3UCHI, TPE3CHTALINH,
HAYYHBIC CTATbU

K-4 CrocoOeH CBOOOIHO BECTH NMPOECCHOHATLHOE MUCHEMEHHOE
U YCTHOE OOIICHNE Ha TIEPBOM HHOCTPAHHOM SI3bIKE

TIK-6 CIOCOOEH MPOBOJANTEL COOP U TOKYMEHTAIIHIO

JIMHI'BUCTHUYCCKUX JaHHBIX

CHOCO0OEH MPUMEHSTH apealibHYI0, THITOJIOTHICCKYIO
I1K-9 TEHETUYECKYIO KIAaCCU(PHUKAIIUIO €CTCCTBEHHBIX SI3BIKOB B
CBOCH MPOoQeCcCHOHATHHON ACSITEILHOCTH

JlecKpUIITOPBI — OCHOBHbBIE
NPHU3HAKHU OCBOCHMS (TMOKA3aTeJH
AOCTHKEHMS Pe3yJIbTaTa)

@®opMbI U MeTOABI 00y4eHHUs1, CTIOCOOCTBYIOLIHE
() opMHUPOBAHMIO M PA3BUTHIO KOMIIETEHIIUH

CIIOCOOCH HCIO0JIb30BaTh OCHOBHEIC
MOHSATHUS U KATETOPUU COBPEMEHHOU
JIMHTBUCTHUKH B CBOEH
npodecCHOHAIBHON 1eATeNbHOCTH

- YTEHHE CIEHHUAJIbHOW JIMTEPATYPhl; IOATOTOBKA
JIOMAIITHETO 3adaHus

CIIOCOOEH MPOBOAHUTH (POPMATU3ALIUIO
JIMHTBUCTUUECKUX 3HAHHWH, aHAIu3 W
CHUHTE3 JIMHI'BUCTHYECKUX CTPYKTYP,
KBaHTUTATUBHBIN aHam3
JIMHTBUCTHYECKUX JTAaHHBIX c
HCITOJB30BaHUEM MaTeMaTHUYeCKHX
3HAaHUU U METOJIOB

- YTE€HHUE CIeIHaIbHON JIUTCPATyphbl; IHOATOTOBKA
AOMAIIHETO 3aJaHud; Y4YaCcTUC B MOUCKYCCHAX Ha
CCMUHAPCKUX 3aHATUAX

Croco0eH co3/1aBaTh U PEAAKTUPOBATH
TEKCTHI MPO(eCcCHOHATBHOTO
Ha3Ha4Y€HUs, B TOM YHCIIe
KBaJIM(HUKALMOHHbIE Pa0OThI, TE3UCHI,
Ipe3eHTAINH, HAyYHbIE CTaThU

- IOITOTOBKA TOMAIITHETO 3a/1aHusl; YTEHHUE
CIELIMAJIBHOM JINTEPATYPBI

CIocoOeH CBOOOTHO BECTH
npodecCHoHaTBHOE MUCHbMEHHOE 1
ycTHOE OOIIeHHEe Ha IEPBOM
HHOCTPAHHOM S3BIKC

- Yy4aCTUC B NUCKYCCHUAX Ha CCMHUHAPCKHUX 3aHATHAX,
9K3aM€CH

CIIOCOOEH MPOBOAUTH COOP U
JOKYMEHTAIMIO TUHTBUCTHYECKUX
JaHHBIX

- IIOATOTOBKA AOMAIIHCIO 3adaHus
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CIOCOOEH MPUMEHSTH apeabHYIO,
TUTOJIOTHYECKYIO U TEHETUUECKYIO

KJ'IaCCI/I(bI/IKaHI/IIO €CTCCTBCHHBIX

SI3BIKOB B CBOCH MTpo(decCHOHATBHON

JACATCIIbHOCTHU

- OK3aMCH

MecTOo IMCUUIJIMHBI B CTPYKTYpPe 00pa30BaTe/IbHOM NMPOrpaMMbl
HaCTOHH_[aSI AUCHUIITIMHA OTHOCUTCA K HUKITY JUCIHHUIIINH 1O BbI60py.
s ocBoeHust yueOHOM AUCHUIIIMHBI CTYIEHTHI JOJDKHBI BIAJETh CICAYIOIIUMU 3HAHUSIMH U

KOMIETECHIMSIMHU:

BJIaJICHUE KYIBTYPOH MBIIIJIEHUS, CIIOCOOHOCTBIO K 0000IIEHHUIO0, aHAIH3Y, OK-1
BOCIIPUATHIO HH(OPMALINH, IOCTAHOBKE IIETIH U BBIOOPY IyTei eé

JOCTHOKEHUS

YMEHHE JIOTHYECKH BEPHO, apTYMEHTHPOBAHHO U SICHO CTPOUTH YCTHYIO U OK-2

NMUCBbMCHHYIO PCUb

TOTOBHOCTb K KOOIEpAIMU C KOJUIEraMU, paboTe B KOJJICKTHBE OK-3
3HaHWE OCHOBHBIX IIOHATUM U KaTETOPUN COBPEMEHHOM JIMHTBUCTUKU I1K-1
BJa/IeHNEe KOAUPUIMPOBAHHBIM PYCCKUM JINTEPATYPHBIM SI3IKOM U €r0 I1K-5

HAYYHbIM CTHUJIEM

OCHOBHBIE TIOJIOKEHUS JUCHUIIIIMHBI JOJIDKHBI OBITh HCIIOJB30BaHbLI B I[ﬁJ'IBHCfIIHGM npu

U3Y4YCHUH CIEAYIOIMIUX JUCLHUIIINH:
®opmanbHasg ceMaHTHKa, @OopmalbHbIN

CHUHTAaKCHC,

OHTOIOTMM ¥ CEMaHTHYECKHE

TCXHOJIOTHUH, 3KCHCpI/IMCHTaJ'II)HI)Ie METOAbI B IICUXO0-U HGﬁpOHHHFBHCTHKe.

Temaruyeckuii NJiaH y4eOHOM JUCHUTITITHHBI

No | HazBanwue paznena Bcero | Jlekuuu | Cemunaper | CamocrosiTenbHast paboTa
4acoB
1 | [penmer  wu3yuenms U | 22 2 1 8
OCHOBHBIE MOHSITUS
JIMHTBUCTUYECKOU
MparMaTuKH. Teopus
pPCUEBBIX aKTOB
2 | Teopus ummnukatyp ['paiica | 22 2 2 8

51 MOCTrpaiCHaHCKast
nparmMaTuka
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3 | OkcriepuMeHTaIbHAS 22 2 1 8
mparMarhuka Kak —o0JacTh
JMHTBUCTUYECKOU
MparMaTuKH.
OKCIepUMEHTAIIbHBIN
MOaX0J K CKaJspHBIM
UMIUTHKaTypam

4 | DKCIIepUMEHTAJIbHBIN 22 2 1 8
HOAXOA K KOJMYECTBEHHBIM
UMIUTHKaTypaM  (IOMHUMO
CKaJISIPHBIX)

5 | ®opmanbHas u| 22 1 2 6
IKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHAS
nparMaTHKa; OCHOBHBIC
1291 (813

6 | [Ipecynmosuruu: Teopus u | 21 1 1 8
IKCTICPUMECHTBI

7 | TeopeTHKO-UTPOBBIC 21 1 1 8
MOZETTH TUTST
MUKpPOIparMaTuku-1:
MHOTO3HAYHBIC BBIPAKEHUS,
JMCKypcuBHas aHagopa

8 | TeopeTnko-UTrpoBBIC 21 1 2 6
MOZETH TUTST
MUKpOTpAarMaTHuKu-2:
KOJTUYCCTBEHHBIC
UMILTUKATYPBI

9 | BaifecoBckast mparmaruka 21 1 1 8

10 | ®opmansubie Momenu s | 17 1 1 8
MaKpOIparMaTuKy

11 | Bzaumonericteue 17 2 2 6
AKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHON 51
dbopmMabHON MparMaTuku

Uroro 114 18 14 82

@DopMbl KOHTPOJIsI 3HAHUH CTYI€HTOB
® KOHTpOJIbHas paboTa,
® YCTHO-IIMCBMEHHBIN AK3aMeH (MPOJOLKUTENBLHOCTD — 90 MUH.).

6. Coaep:xkanne U CHUNIHHBI
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1. IlpeaMeT u3yyeHHs] U OCHOBHbIE NMOHSTHS JUHTBUCTHYECKOH mparmaruku. Teopus
peyeBbIX AKTOB

JlunrBucTHyeckas nparMaTMka Kak JWCHMIUIMHA HA CTBIKE JIMHTBUCTHKHU, JIOTUKH U
ncuxoisioruu. IIpenMer M3ydyeHHs] JTUHTBHUCTUYECKOM NparMartuku. VICTOkM TeopeTrdeckoin
nparMatuku. Paszmuume Mexay [NpeuioKEeHMEM U BbICKazbiBaHUEM. (COOTHOILECHHE
CUHTAaKCUCa, CEMAaHTHKHU M IIparMatuku. B3anmmopeiicTBue Mexay GopManbHON MparMaTuKon
u hopmanbHOU cemanTukon. PeueBoit akT (PA). Teopus PA: knaccudukamus PA, npsimbie u
kocBeHHbIE PA, mepdopmaruBHbie PA.

OcHoBHas uTeparypa

byneiruna, T.B. u A.Jl. lmenés. 1997. A3vikosaa xonyenmyanuzayus mupa (Ha npumepe
pycekou  epammamuku). SI3bIkM pycckod KynbTypel. Yacte 6, miaBa 2 «llapagokcel
caMmodanbcuPuKaum.

['moBuHCcKas M.S. 1992. CemaHTHMKa TJIAarojOB PEYH C TOYKU 3PCHHSI PEUYCBBIX AKTOB //
Pycckuii azvik 6 eco ¢hynxkyuonuposanuu. M.

[TagygeBa E.B. 1985/2010. Buickaszwieanue u e2o coomuecenue ¢ OeUcmeumenrbHOCmyio.
I'maBa 2 «Teopusi peyeBbIX aKTOB U MOHATHE BBICKA3bIBAHUS.
http://krugosvet.ru/enc/gumanitarnye_nauki/lingvistika/RECHEVO_AKT.html — PeueBoii
akT. DHIukIonenus «Kpyrocser»

I[OHOJ'IHI/ITGJ'IBHaSI JJUTEparypa

Benmiep, 3. 1985. MmnokytuBHOe caMoyomiicTBo // Hosoe 6 3apybesicnou auneeucmuxe 16.
Octun, [x. 1986. CnoBo kak gaeiictBue // Hosoe 6 3apybeosicnou nunesucmuxe 17. M.:
[Tporpecc. C. 22-130.

CannukoB, B.3. Pycckuii a3vik 6 3epxane A3bIKO60U ucpvl. SI3bIKM CIaBSIHCKOW KYIBTYDBI,
2002. C. 420-424.

Cépab, Ix. 1986. Knaccudukauus peueBsix aktoB // Hoeoe 6 3apybescroii aunzeucmuxe 17.
M.: IIporpecc. C. 170-194.

Cépab, [Ix. 1986. KocBennblie peueBble akThl // Hosoe 6 3apybedxcnoii auneeucmuxe 17. M.:
[Tporpecc. C. 195-222.

Archer, D., Aijmer, K. & Wichmann, A., 2012. Pragmatics: An Advanced Resource Book for
Students (Routledge Applied Linguistics), N. Y.: Routledge.

Atlas., J. Presupposition in Horn, L.R. & Ward, G. eds., 2006. The Handbook of Pragmatics,
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 29-52.

Birner, B.J., 2012. Introduction to Pragmatics, Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.

Cruse, A., 2011. Meaning in Language: An Introduction to Semantics and Pragmatics,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Cutting, J., 2008. Pragmatics and Discourse: A Resource Book for Students, L.: Routledge.
Horn. L. Implicature in Horn, L.R. & Ward, G. eds., 2006. The Handbook of Pragmatics,
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 1-28.

Huang, Y., 2006. Pragmatics , Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Kadmon, N. 2001. Formal Pragmatics: Semantics, Pragmatics, Presupposition, and Focus.
Oxford: Blackwell Publishers. Chapter 1.

Levinson, S. 1983. Pragmatics. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Levinson, S.C., 1983. Pragmatics, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Marmaridou, P.D.S., 2000. Pragmatic Meaning and Cognition, Amsterdam: John Benjamins
Publishing Company.
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Mey, J.L. ed., 1998. Concise Encyclopedia of Pragmatics, Amsterdam: Elsevier.

Sadock. J., Speech Acts in Horn, L.R. & Ward, G. eds., 2006. The Handbook of Pragmatics,
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 53-74.

Yule, G. & Widdowson, H.G., 1996. Pragmatics (Oxford Introductions to Language Study),
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/speech-acts/ — Speech Acts. Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy

2. Teopusi umnimkaryp I'paiica u mocTrpaiicuanckasi mparmMaTuka

Nmnnukarypa. Teopusi KOMMyHHUKATUBHBIX UMIUTHKATyp [paiica. O6mee 3nanue. [IpuHiun
koonepanuu. KooreparuBHble U HEKOOIEpPAaTUBHBIE AMaNorn. KOMMYHUKAaTUBHBIE MaKCUMBI.
Bunnl u CBOIICTBa AMIUIAKATYP. [IpoGnema TaKCOHOMHUU AMILIUKATyp
(KOHBepCalMOHHbBIE/KOHBEHITNOHAIHHBIC, o01Ire/9acTHBIC). Hapymenus MaKCHM.
Buytpennue 3arpynnenusi teopuu I['paiica. OcHoBHbie Heorpaicuanckue (Laurence Horn,
Steven Levinson) u mocTrpaiicHanckue Mmoaxomsl (Teopusi penaeBanTHocTn — Dan Sperber,
Deirdre Wilson; teopust BexximmBoctn — Geoffrey Leech, Steven Levinson) x u3ydeHHIo
JUHTBUCTUYECKON IMparMaruku: BapHaHThl MUHHMH3AIMH KOJIMYECTBA MAaKCUM. AKIEHT Ha
CIIyLIAOIEM B HEOIPAICUAHCTBE.

OcHOBHAaJ JIUTEpaTypa

I'paiic., I. 1985. Jloruka u peueBoe oOuienue / Hosoe 6 3apybescnou auneeucmuxe 16. M.:
[Tporpecc. C. 217-238.

Horn. L. Implicature in Horn, L.R. & Ward, G. eds., 2006. The Handbook of Pragmatics,
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 1-28.

http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/implicature/ — Implicature. Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy

http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/presupposition/ — Presupposition. Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy

JlonoaHUTENLHAS JJUTEpaTrypa

[Tennetwse, ®. 1985. Mmu // Hosoe 6 3apybexcnoii aunesucmuxe 16. M.: Tlporpece. C. 318—
335.

Benz, A., 2006. Utility and relevance of answers. Game theory and pragmatics.

Bezuidenhout, A.L. & Morris, R.K., 2004. Implicature, Relevance, and Default Pragmatic
Inference D. Sperber & I. A. Noveck, eds. Experimental Pragmatics, 69(803), pp.257-282.
Clark, B., 2013. Relevance Theory, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Gabbay, D. & Woods, J., 2003. Agenda Relevance: A Study in Formal Pragmatics, Volume 1
(A Practical Logic of Cognitive Systems, Vo. 1) (Vol 1), North Holland.

Geurts, B. 2011. Quantity Implicatures. Cambridge University Press.

Haugh, M., 2002. The intuitive basis of implicature: relevance theoretic implicitness versus
gricean implying. Pragmatics, 12(2), pp.117-134.

Huang, H. & Yang, X., 2014. Metaphor interpretation and motivation in relevance theory.
Journal of Pragmatics, 60, pp.266-273.

Levinson, S. 2000. Presumptive meanings: the theory of generalized conversational
implicature. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Nicolle, S. & Clark, B., 1999. Experimental pragmatics and what is said: a response to Gibbs
and Moise. Cognition, 69(3), pp.337-54.
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Santibanez, C., 2012. The principle of relevance in the light of cooperation and trust:
Discussing Sperber and Wilson’s theory. Pragmatics & Cognition, 20(3), pp.483-504.

Saul, J.J.M., 2002. What Is Said And Psychological Reality; Grice’s Project And Relevance
Theorists' Criticisms. Linguistics and Philosophy, 25(3), pp.347-372.

Sperber, D. and D. Wilson. 1986. Relevance: Communication and Cognition. Oxford:
Blackwell.

Sperber, D. & Wilson, D., 2012. Meaning and Relevance, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

3. DOKcepuMeHTAJbHAS NParMaTukKa Kak 00JacTh JUHIBHCTHYECKOH MNParMaTuku.
IKCNePUMEHTAJIbHBIN MOAX0] K CKAIAPHBIM HMILITUKATYPam

HcTtopus, 1leu U COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSHHUE SKCIEPUMEHTaIbHOW IparMaruku. OCHOBHBIE
9KCIEPUMEHTAJbHbIE METOAbl B JIMHIBHUCTUKE M B 3KCIEPUMEHTAJIbHOW IparMaTuke.
OcHOBHbBIE MMOJXO/bl K M3YYEHHUIO CKASIPHBIX MMILUIUKATYp: A€(PONTHO-IOKATUCTCKUN U
KOHTEKCTHO-IVIOOQJIMCTCKUM MOAXOAbl. DKCIEpUMEHTaNbHas anpoOarus KakIoro M3 ABYX
noaxo0B. MDakTophl, BIMSIOIIME HA MOPOXKACHHUE HUMIUIMKATyp. Biio)keHHbIE cKalsipHbIE
UMIUTMKATypbl. YCBOCHHUE CKAJIIPHBIX UMIUIMKATYp AE€ThMH.
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Chemla, E. and B. Spector. 2011. Experimental evidence for embedded implicatures //
Journal of Semantics, 28(3). Pp. 359-400.

Chierchia, G, Fox, D. and B. Spector. 2012. Scalar implicature as a grammatical phenomenon
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2(4), pp. 1-34.
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pp. 42-55.

Noveck, 1. 2001. When children are more logical than adults: experimental investigations of
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Zondervan, A. 2010. Scalar implicatures or focus: an experimental approach. Ph.D. thesis,
Utrecht University.

4. JKCIePUMEHTAJbHBIH MOAX0A K KOJMYECTBEHHBIM HUMILIHKATYpaM (IIOMHMO
CKAJISIPHBIX)

KonnuecTBeHHEBIE HMIIIMKAaTyphbl (I/IC‘-IepHBIBaIOH_II/Ie 3aKIIIOUCHUA B BOIIPOCHO-OTBCTHBIX

napax; 3aBepUICHHOCTh YCIOBHBIX MPEII0KESHUI-BHICKA3bIBAaHHH; YMO3aKIIOUEHHSI HA OCHOBE

BbIOOpa) HM WX  OKCIepuMeHTanpHas  ampoOamus.  HemouwndpopmaTtuBHOCTE U

CBepXMH(OPMAaTUBHOCTh  BbICKa3blBaHWUW.  [lepuentuBHas  BBIACJIEHHOCTh  I[BETA.

DKcrepuMEHTabHBIE HCCIIEJOBAaHUS HEOPEIEIEHHOCTHU B S3bIKE U 3(h(HEeKT rpaHyssIpHOCTH.

OcHOBHas JUTEpaTypa

Chemla, E. and L. Bott. 2009. Universal implicatures and free choice effects: experimental
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Cummins, C., U. Sauerland and S. Salt. 2012. Granularity and scalar implicature in numerical
expressions // Linguistics and Philosophy 35, pp. 135-1609.

Farr, M.-C. 2010. Focus Affects Conditional Perfection: Experimental Evidence. Master’s
Thesis at the Goethe University Frankfurt.

Fox, D. 2007. Free choice and the theory of scalar implicatures // Uli Sauerland & Penka
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5. MopMaJibHasI U IKCIIEPMMEHTAJIbHASI IPArMATHKA . OCHOBHbIE HeU

OcCHOBHBIE NOHATUS TEOPETUKO-UIPOBOM INparMaTuku. BBeneHHE B TEOpPUIO UIP: MOHATHE
cTpareruu, paBHoBecue Hbomia, wurpel ¢ HecoBepuieHHON uHpopmanuei. I[lonsTue
«CHUTHAJIBHOM UIpbl». MHOXECTBO «(Iyuminx oTBeToBY». [lapeTo-ontumansHOCTh. PaBHOBECHE
baiieca-Hama. CoBepuienHoe OailfecoBckoe paBHOBecue. Teopuss uUrp u  Teopus
ONTUMAJIbHOCTH.

OcHOBHas JIUTEepaTypa

Benz A., Jager A., & van Rooij R. An Introduction to Game Theory for Linguists in Benz, A.,
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Jager, G., 2008. Applications of Game Theory in Linguistics. Language and Linguistics
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6. Ilpecynno3nuum: TeOpus U IKCIEPUMEHTHI

[Tonsitne npecynnozunuu. OCHOBHBIE NMOAXOABl K M3YyUEHUIO Ipecynno3uuui. TecTel Ha
MPECYNIO3UINI0. AKKOMOJAUHUs, MPOCKIHS W OTMEHAa MPECYNNO3ULMi. S3bIKOBbIE
BBIPQKCHMSI,  «BBI3BIBAIOIIME» IPECYNIO3ULUH. OKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE  HUCCIEIOBaHUS
MPECYNIO3UIMI. YCBOCHHE NPECYNIIO3ULINN JETHMU.
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Van der Sandt, R. 1992. Presupposition projection as anaphora resolution // Journal of
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von Fintel, K. 2000. What is Presupposition Accommodation? Ms. MIT.
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/presupposition/ — Presupposition. Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy
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7. TeopeTHKO-UTPOBbIE MO/IEJHU JIsI MUKPONIPArMATUKHU-1: MHOTO3HAYHbIE BbIPAKEHUS,
AUCKypcUBHas aHadopa

TeopeTuko-urpoBeie MozeIu AJi1 00pabOTKM MHOTO3HAYHBIX BBIPAXKEHHM W AUCKYPCHUBHOU
anadopsl. Mogens P. Kimapka u I1. [Tapuka. MexaHu3Mbl KOHTEKCTYJIBHOTO OOHOBIICHUSI.
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Information. 2007. Vol. 16, Ne 3. P. 265-282.

8. TeopeTuko-urpoBbie  MoOAeJM [Jsi  MHKPONPArMaTHKHU-2:  KOJUYeCTBEHHbIE
HMILIHKATYPBbI

[Tpobnema «ouuniIeHUs» paBHOBECUS B CUTHaNbHbIX Hrpax. IBR-monmens g mopoxiaenus

KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX MMILIHKaTyp. IIpobrnema cormacoBanus IBR-mozenu u momHoro Habopa

aJbTEpHATUBHBIX BbIpakeHUN [oBopsimiero. Bapuantsl pemieHuss npoOieMbl: HU3MEHEHUE

CTPYKTYpbl CTOMMOCTH COOOIIEHMs, «OYMIIEHHS» Habopa JOCTYHHBIX COOOIIEHUI.

B3aumogeiicTBre ceMaHTUKU U IparMaTuku. MexaH3Mbl KOHTEKCTYaJIbHOTO OOHOBJIEHHUS.

OcHoBHas JJUTEparypa

Franke, M. & Jéiger, G., 2013. Pragmatic Back-and-Forth Reasoning. manuscript. Available at:
http://www.sfs.uni-tuebingen.de/~gjaeger/publications/FrankeJaeger-
PragmaticBackAndForth.pdf
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9. BaiiecoBckasi mparMaTuka

bazoseie dopmanusmer “Rational Speech Act Model”. “HauBublit” ¥ “nparMaruyeckuii’”
Cnymaronuii. IHTEpripeTanus kak oOpaTtHoe mopoxacHue coodmenus. RSA-momens mis
CKaJIApHBIX UMIUIMKaTyp. RSA-monens s M-ummuukaryp. PedepeHnnanbHbie UTPEHI.
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10.@opmanbHbIe MOETH VI MAKPONIPArMATHKHU

PaBHOBecHas CEMaHTHKa. MeTtalnHrBUCTHYECKOE OTpHULIAHHE. MexaHu3Mbl
KOHTEKCTyaJbHOrOo oOHOBieHus. IlapameTrp peneBanTHOCTH. TeopeTuko-urpoBas MOJAETb
HnopoXJIeHHs] M-UMITIMKATyp. AHAJIN3 HEKOONEPaTUBHBIX KOMMYHUKAaTHBHBIX KOHTEKCTOB.
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11.B3anmMoneiicTBHE IKCIEPUMEHTAIbHOM 1 opMaIbLHON MparMaTUKH

Teopust mpencraBiaeHusi o yyxoMm co3HaHuu (theory of mind) m e€ skcrepumeHTanbHAs
anpoOarnust. Pors rTPJ B mparmarnueckux paccykIeHHsX. DKCIEpUMEHTalbHas MpOBEepKa
TEOPETUKO-UTPOBOM MOZAENHU ISl AUCKYPCHUBHOM aHa(ophl. DKCIEpUMEHTaJIbHas MPOBEpKa
IBR-monenu. Ilparmaruka u 3Bostonus koonepamuu. Teopus koonepauuu M. Tomaceso.
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Halpern C. et al. Verbal mediation of number knowledge: evidence from semantic dementia
and corticobasal degeneration. // Brain and Cognition. 2004. Vol. 56, Ne 1. P. 107-115.
McMillan C.T. et al. fMRI evidence for strategic decision-making during resolution of
pronoun reference. // Neuropsychologia. Elsevier, 2012. Vol. 50, Ne 5. P. 674-687.

Hoeks, J.C.J. et al., Gricean Brainwaves: Brain Responses to Pragmatic Violations in
Dialogues // manuscript. Available at:
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/summary?doi=10.1.1.172.5546 [

I[OHOJIHI/ITGJ'IBHa}I JJUTEparypa

McMillan C.T. et al. Neural basis for generalized quantifier comprehension. //
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McMillan C.T. et al. Converging evidence for the processing costs associated with ambiguous
quantifier comprehension. // Frontiers in psychology. 2013. Vol. 4. P. 153.

McMillan C.T. et al. The neural basis for establishing a focal point in pure coordination
games. // Social cognitive and affective neuroscience. 2012. Vol. 7, Ne 8. P. 881-887.

Oo0pa3oBarejibHbIE TEXHOJIOTUH

Pexomennyembie 00pa3oBaTelbHBIE TEXHOJIOTHU BKIIOYAIOT CEMHHAPCKHUE 3aHATHS U
CaMOCTOSITENIbHYIO PabOTy CTYACHTOB (YCBOGHHE TEOPETHUYECKOTO Marepuasa 1Mo OCHOBHOW U
JOTIOTHUTEIBHON JIUTEepaType, BHITOIHEHUE TOMAIIIHUX 33/1aHUH).

Bonpoch! 1J1s1 OEHKH Ka4eCTBA 0CBOCHHS M CIMIIJIMHbBI

1. B uem 3akmrouaercs pa3ivuue MEXIy KOHBEHIIMOHAJIbHBIMU M KOHBEPCALlMOHHBIMU
MMILTMKATypaMu?

2. B deM 3akirogaeTcst MPUHITAIT KOOTIepariu?

3. B uem coctout ocHOBHas Hjiesl HEOTpalCHAHCKUX MPAarMaTnyecKuX TeOpHid?

4. Yto Takoe Teopus pereBaHTHOCTU?

5. Yro Takoe Teopusi BEKIMBOCTH?

6. Uro Takoe KONMMYeCTBEHHBIC MMILTHKATYPHI?

7. B d4eM cocTOUT TEOPETUKO-UTPOBask MOJIENb Uil 00paOOTKH MHOTO3HAYHBIX BhIPAKEHHUH?
8. B dem cocToHT TEOPETHKO-UTPOBasi MOZIENb JUIsi 00paOOTKH AUCKYPCUBHON aHadopbI?

9. B uemM COCTOMT TEOpPETHKO-UIpOBasi MOAETb MJsi MOPOXKAECHUS KOJIMUYECTBEHHBIX
UMILTAKATyp?
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10. B ueM cOCTOUT TEOPETUKO-UTPOBAsi MOZAEIb JJIs MOPOKICHUS M-UMILIHKATyp?

11. KakoBbI OCHOBHBIC MEXaHU3MBI KOHTEKCTYAITbHOTO OOHOBIICHUS?

12. B uyem cxomctBo Mexay ¢GOpMalbHBIMU U OSKCHEPUMEHTAIbHBIMU MOJEISAMH IS
JUHTBUCTUYECKOM MparMaTuku?

13. Yro o61iero y si3blka U APYTUX KOTHUTUBHBIX cCUCTEM?

IIpumepsbl 3a1aHUi HTOTOBOI0 KOHTPOJIS
[lpeanoxuth AM3aliH  SKCIEpUMEHTa WM  (QopManbHOM  MOAENH, KOTOPBIH OBl
pacnpoCTpaHsII U3y4eHHBIC TParMaTHYeCcKye IMOIX0AbI Ha MaTepuall pyCCKOTO S3bIKa.

IMopsinok popMUpPOBAHUS OLEHOK IO JUCHUILINHE

[TpermonaBaresib OIIEHWBAET TEKYIIME JIOMAlIHWE PaOOTHI CTYACHTA W €ro NPE3CHTAINIO B
KOHIIE Kypca M BBICTaBISIET OLEHKH B pabo4yyl0 BeIOMOCTh. HakomieHHas oOlieHKa M0
JECATUOAIUTHPHON IIIKAJIE 32 TCKYITUH KOHTPOIb ONPEILIISICTCS Mepe] UTOTOBBIM KOHTPOJIEM —
Omeryupii, THE OLEHKH 3a pgoMaimiHue padoTel cocTaBIAOT 0,6:Operyuus M OLEHKA 3a
npeseHTanuto B KoHue kypca cocTaBisgeT 0,4:Opeyuyui. CIOCOO OKpYyIIIEHHs HAKOILIEHHON
OILICHKH TEKYIIIETO KOHTPOJIS: apu(PMETHUSCKHIA.

PesynmprHpyromas OmeHKa 3a WTOTOBBI KOHTPOJIh B (POpME 3K3aMeHa BBICTABISCTCS I10
cnenymwomei hopmyne, Tae Oysauen — OLIEHKA 32 paOOTY HETIOCPEICTBEHHO Ha IK3aMEHe:

Oumozoswii = 0,4 Ossamen + 0, 6'Omekymuﬁ

Crnioco0 OKpyIIeHHs OLIEHKH UTOTOBOTO KOHTPOJIA B (hopMe FK3aMeHa: apu(hMETUIECKUI.
Ha nepecnaue cTyneHTy He IPeoCTaBIsSeTCs] BO3MOKHOCTh MOJIYYUTh JONOIHUTENbHBINA Oasul
JUISL KOMITIEHCALIUY OLIEHKH 32 TEKYIIHH KOHTPOJIb.

B numimom craBuTCA OIIEHKAa 3a MTOTOBBI KOHTPOJIb, KOTOpasl MPEACTaBISET CO00M
PE3YIBTUPYIOUIYIO OIIEHKY M0 Y4eOHOM TUCIUTUINHE.

Y4eOHo-MeToanYecKkoe 1 HHGOPMALMOHHOE 0O0ecedeHne JUCIUIIMHBI
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