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3.Speech(3) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 23 June 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

4.Speech(4) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 9 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

5.Speech(5) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 18 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

6.Speech(6) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 20 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

7.Speech(7) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 16 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

8.Speech(8) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 12 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

9.Speech(9) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 17 March 2020

 https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020

10.Speech(10) Prime Minister’s statement on 

coronavirus (COVID-19): 25 March 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-

rus-covid-19-22-september-2020
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May 2020.
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/

prime-ministers-statement-on-coronavi-
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Coronavirus, press conference: 11 May 2020

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/
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rus-covid-19-22-september-2020
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by:working from home if you can;lim-

iting contact with other people;keep-

ing distance if you go out 2 metres 

apart where possible; washing your 

hands regularly…” and “Workers who 

are finding that their jobs are under 

threat or are going, through no fault 

of their own. … remember our joint 

objective: to beat this virus”. 

  The Prime Minister speech shows 

many occurrence of “Factive presup-

position” which is 24 (7.16%) this 

indicates that in many occasions he 

delivers implied or indirect message 

to his nation which is, if they don’t 

realize the dangerous situation of 

this crisis and break the rules which 

should be followed, they would face 

terrible consequences of this disease. 

The researcher finds also that through 

using “Factive presupposition” that 

the prime minister tries to motivate 

his nation like saying “even if things 

seem tough now, just to remember, that 

we will get through this, this country 

will get through this epidemic, just as 

it has got through many tougher expe-

riences before” that is as we can see 

here, he wanted to remind them that 

they are strong enough to pass this 

crisis, and they should stay united and 

help each other to face this virus. 
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   The Prime Minister utilized pre-

supposition mostly to present a lot of 

information to his nation using “Exis-

tential presupposition” in most of his 

speeches, which is the most prominent 

type used in the selected speeches, he 

uses it to set the background of his na-

tion to make effective commutation as 

in “Approximately one in 1,700 peo-

ple in the community in England are 

now estimated to have the virus, down 

from 1 in 400 four weeks ago”; and he 

uses it also to mold the ideologies of 

his nation as in “we continue to look 

out for one another, to pull together 

in a united and national effort, I have 

no doubt that we can and will rise to 

that challenge” and “I want to tell you 

where we got to in our national fight 

back against the coronavirus” here he 

use the pronoun “we” to indicate that 

he (the prime minister) and his nation 

are one unity have the same ideolo-

gies and thoughts, and they are all to-

gether facing this dangerous disease, 

therefore they should work together 

as one unity to prevent themselves 

and families. 

  The prime minister speech was very 

effective and motivated because he 

depends on using “Existential presup-

position”, that is, he was very logical 

about numbers, facts and the precise 

nature of thing that is He portrays each 

event by the showcase of a timeline as 

in “On 20 June, 283 people were ad-

mitted to hospital with coronavirus in 

England, Wales and Northern Ireland 

- down from 438 two weeks earlier, 

and down from a peak of 3,432 on 1 

April” and “In total, 306,210 people 

have now tested positive for coronavi-

rus, which is an increase of 874 cases 

since yesterday”. Moreover, he em-

phasis issues related financial matters 

and advice his nation that they should 

follow precautions like self-isolation 

and hand –washing to prevent them 

from the virus because the govern-

ment can’t provide food and other es-

sential necessities because of lack of 

fund as in “People should Stay Alert, 
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tions to avoid its danger unless they 

must follow the rules to save their 

lives. Thus, the prime minister as-

sumes that “They are avoiding all un-

necessary social contact now, why not 

avoiding earlier, or later? Why bring 

in this very draconian measure?”

7. Conclusions

  The purpose of this research was 

to identify types and functions of 

presupposition in the speech of the 

Prime Minister Boris Johnson during 

coronaviruses crisis to his country. 

According to the analysis of the se-

lected speeches, the researcher finds 

that all kinds of presupposition used 

in the selected speeches, but there is 

some differences in the rate of occur-

rence in the different speeches. The 

analytical part of the study shows that 

the total number of presupposition 

found in all the speeches is (335).The 

most prominent type is “Existential 

presupposition” 153 (58.67%) fol-

lowed by “Lexical presupposition” 

101(30.14%). Then “Counter-factual 

presupposition” 51(15.2%), “Fac-

tive presupposition” 24 (7.16%).The 

presupposition types with the lowest 

frequency “non- fictive presupposi-

tion” 3(0.89%) and “structural pre-

supposition” 2(0.59%).The results 

show that ‘existential’, ‘lexical’ and 

“Counter-factual ” presupposition are 

the ones utilized mostly in the speech-

es while ‘structural’ and ‘non-factive’ 

presupposition are the least. Based 

on the results of the study. The fol-

lowing points can be drawn: the data 

analysis shows that the Prime Minis-

ter has strong and effective language 

skills, he utilized them to persuade 

and effect his nation. For example, he 

choose a simple words in his speech 

to advise them and convince them to 

follow the rules of World Health Or-

ganization, also he creates the aware-

ness for his people about the, effects, 

causes, solutions, symptoms, and the 

procedures that is taken by his Cabi-

net.
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safe and enforce social distancing”. 

Appendix,speech. 1

-“This has been an incredibly tough 

time for these establishments. But I 

hope that everyone working in them 

can take confidence in knowing they 

will be able to open their doors once 

again in just a couple of weeks’ time”. 

Appendix,speech. 3

  In the above examples, the use of” 

non- factive” verb “hope” make the 

listener presuppose that the details 

which follow this verb is not facts 

“untrue”. That is, these examples pre-

supposed that “people don’t act on 

this week”, “The hospitality industry 

and other public places don’t re open 

this week” and “everyone working 

cannot take confidence in knowing 

they will be able to open their doors 

once again in just a couple of weeks’ 

time”.

6. Structural presupposition

 Structural presupposition receives 

the least occurrences of frequency 

2(0.59%). The most familiar structure 

used in this type is the” Wh –ques-

tion”. This kind of presupposition pre-

supposed that the part of the sentence 

which follow the Wh- question is true. 

That is the structure is conventionally 

interpreted with the assumption that 

what follow the question word is al-

ready known by the listener. The fol-

lowing are some examples from the 

speeches under investigation.

- “why are we doing this now, 

why now, why not earlier, or later? 

Why bring in this very draconian 

measure? The answer is that we are 

asking people to do something that is 

difficult and disruptive of their lives”. 

Appendix,speech. 7

In the above example, it is obvious 

that the prime minister used the Wh 

–form to prepare the audience for dis-

cussing his main ideas. He actually 

asks them such questions not to get a 

specific answers, But he wants them 

to realize how serious and dangerous 

this crisis is and the there is no op-
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ing verbs like “realize”,”know”,”re-

gret”,etc. Information delivered in 

this type of presupposition is treated 

as true. (Yule, 1996,:27). Based on 

the analysis of the data “fictive pre-

supposition” receives 24 (7.16%) this 

few occurrence compared with exis-

tential, lexical and counter fact pre-

supposition reflect the avoidance of 

the prime minister in stating factual 

presupposed utterances for explaining 

his opinions. The following are some 

illustrative examples from the data of 

the use of “factive presupposition”:

-“I know that these steps will not be 

easy for parents or teachers”. Appen-

dix,speech. 4

-“I know that many people including 

millions of fit and active people over 

70 may feel, listening to what I have 

just said”. Appendix,speech. 7

- “I just want to you to know that the 

government will do all we can to help 

you and your family during this peri-

od. We’re not just going to be as you 

saw yesterday supporting the econo-

my during this period”. Appendix,-

speech. 8

In these examples, “factive presuppo-

sition” is illustrated by utilizing the 

factive verb “know”. Actually, the in-

formative message is expressed in the 

data after the lexical item “know”.

5. “Non-factive presupposition”

This type of presupposition can 

be identified by using verbs like 

dream,hope,imagine, prtend,etc. In 

fact, the semantic properties associat-

ed with such verbs make the speaker 

send a message to the listener that the 

information after these verbs are “not 

true”. In this study, this type received 

a very low occurrences3(0.89%)  

among other types. The following are 

some examples from the data of the 

use of “ non-factive presupposition”:

-“And the first step is a change of em-

phasis that we hope that people will 

act on this week”. Appendix,speech. 1

-“we will hope to re-open at least 

some of the hospitality industry and 

other public places, provided they are 
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local outbreaks”.

-“we are of course keeping this un-

der review and this again may change 

as the disease spreads”. Appendix,-

speech. 8

This sentence shows that the use of 

the word “again” promote the pre-

supposition asserted in the sentence. 

The lexical item again presuppose 

that specific action has already taken 

place before, so, the sentence can be 

inferred as “ they take this situation 

under review and this may change as 

the disease spreads” 

3. “Counter-factual presupposi-

tion”

As we mentioned earlier in this study, 

in “Counter-factual” presupposition 

what is assumed is “not true” and it 

is “opposite to the facts”. This type is 

used in the “if – clause” constructers 

which is called conditional structures, 

which usually assumes that what is 

said is not true at the time of speaking 

(Yule, 1996: 29). ). The following are 

some examples from the speeches un-

der investigation.

- “I must tell you that if the vi-

rus were to begin to run out of con-

trol” Appendix,speech. 3

In this example,the sentence of if –

clause presuppose that this informa-

tion is contrary to the reality. Actual-

ly, it assumes that “the virus is not out 

of control”

- “We can avoid that if we all 

continue to stay alert and do our bit to 

control the virus”. Appendix,speech. 

3

Likewise, in this example the if clause 

sentence is opposite to reality. In 

fact,it presupposed that “we all don’t 

continue to stay alert and do our bit to 

control the virus”

- “stay at home for seven days 

if you think you have the symptoms”. 

Appendix,speech. 4

Also, this example presupposes that 

“you think you have not the symp-

toms”

4. “Factive presupposition”

  This type can be identified by us-
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expressions the reader assumes the 

existence of “police officers”, “the 

supermarket”, “delivery drivers”,etc. 

through using this type of presuppo-

sition, which got the highest occur-

rence among other types, the prime 

minister delivers a many information 

to the listeners which true, he confirm 

them presenting a real evidence like 

statistics numbers of patients and re-

coveries cases to persuade the people 

that they are strong enough to pass 

this crisis. 

2. “Lexical presupposition” 

  In this type, the use of one type 

with its asserted meaning is usually 

explained with the assumption that 

non asserted meaning is understood. 

(Yule, 1996: 28). Based on the data 

analysis, it is found that lexical pre-

supposition comes next to “existential 

presupposition” in terms of frequen-

cy of occurrences in all the speeches, 

this emphasis that the prime minister 

almost prefer utilizing lexical expres-

sions in guiding the listener identify 

his implied meaning. Below are two 

examples shows how the prime min-

ister uses lexical presupposition to 

achieve the speech purpose.

-  “And this obviously requires 

everyone to act responsibly, which I 

have no doubt they will do. It will still 

be possible for the police to break up 

large and irresponsible gatherings”. 

Appendix,speech. 3

- “Of course, the fight is far 

from over. This is a nasty virus still 

that wants to take advantage of our 

carelessness. I’m afraid there will be 

local outbreaks”. Appendix,speech. 3

   By using the word “still”, the prime 

minister let the listeners interpret 

the implied message asserted in the 

speech, in fact, this idea can be under-

stood in the first sentence as: “It will 

be possible for the police to break up 

large and irresponsible gatherings” 

,while the second sentence could be 

interpreted as “This is a nasty virus 

that wants to take advantage of our 

carelessness. I’m afraid there will be 
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Speech.8 12 2 0 7 0 7 28 8.3

Speech.9 14 3 0 3 0 1 21 6.2

Speech.10 13 0 2 2 0 0 17 5.07

Total
153 24 3 101 2 51

335 100
)%( .Per

45.6 7.16 0.89 30.14 0.59 15.2

  Table (1) shows that the total number of presupposition found in all the speeches 

is )335).The most prominent type is “Existential presupposition” 153 )58.67%) 

followed by “Lexical presupposition”101(30.14%).Then “Counter-factual pre-

supposition” 51(15.2%), “Factive presupposition” 24 (7.16%).The presupposi-

tion types with the lowest frequency “non- fictive presupposition” 3)0.89%) and 

“structural presupposition” 2(0.59%). 

1. “Existential presupposition”

“This kind of presupposition is assumed to appear generally in “definite noun 

phrase” and in “possessive constructions (Yule.1996:27). Through using such 

phrases or expressions the prime minister is supposed to be committed to the exis-

tence to the things or entities named and the number of patient and recoveries. The 

following are illustrative examples from the data:

- “we need other critical workers with children to keep doing their jobs too 

– from police officers who are keeping us safe to the supermarket delivery drivers, 

social care workers who look after the elderly and who are so vital”.Appendix,-

speech. 4

- “secondary pupils facing exams next year will get at least some time with 

their teachers before the holidays”. Appendix,speech. 1

   The underlined words are examples of existential presupposition ,by using such 
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Then, the collected speeches were classified based on Yule’s classification )1996) 

of presupposition, this classification is explained in table )3) below.

Table (3)

                YULE’S )1996) CLASSIFICATION OFTYPESOF PRESUPPOSITION 

7. Results and Discussion 

Table (4)

Frequency and percentage of types of presupposition used in Prime Minister Boris 

Johnson selected speech

Sp
ee

ch
e.

N
o

E
xi

st
en

tia
l

Fa
ct

iv
e

N
on
-f
ic
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ve

Le
xi

ca
l

St
ru

ct
u

ra
l

Co
u

n
te

r-
fa

c-
tu

al

To
ta

l

)%
( 

.P
er

Speech.1 16 4 0 17 0 15 52 15.5

Speech.2 15 0 0 11 0 5 31 9.2

Speech.3 23 1 1 19 0 6 50 14.9

Speech.4 17 2 0 7 0 1 27 8.05

Speech.5 14 5 0 15 0 4 38 11.3

Speech.6 12 4 0 6 0 4 26 7.7

Speech.7 17 3 0 14 2 8 45 13.4
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9. “Judging verbs”: this type of presup-

position is different from other types 

that the implication is attributes to the 

verb of judging, not to writer or the 

speaker just like the previous types of 

presuppositions. For example:

- Sarah accused Suha of stealing. 

This sentence presupposed that stealing 

is bad.

10. “Contrasts and comparisons”: this 

type of linguistic form can be identi-

fied by comparative constructions or by 

particles such as in return,backe,too,etc.

Forexample:

- John is a better teacher than Ali.

This sentence presupposed that john 

and Ali are teachers.

  Accordingly, all these linguistic forms 

mentioned above considered as the 

main types for producing potential pre-

supposition. Thus, in light of what is 

mentioned previously,the researcher 

identified that, the assumption made 

by the listener is depending on many 

factors such as the mutual knowledge 

and the way the listener analyzing the 

speech according to the context of con-

versation; even the relation between the 

speaker and the listener effect the ex-

planations of what is said. 

6. Methodology of Research:

  This research is qualitative approach 

using descriptive measures in analyz-

ing the selected data. The data of this 

study comprises a sample of (10) whole 

speeches of Prime Minister Boris John-

son about coronaviruses crisis to his 

country. These statements are taken 

from the internet. The selection of those 

speeches is depending on the assump-

tion that both the speaker ( the Prime 

Minister) and the audience (his nation) 

understand each other because they be-

long to same cultural backgrounds and 

have the same ideologies. 

  Based on the collected data, the fol-

lowing process was applied in the data 

analysis. The first stage was to read 

through all the speeches. The second 

stage was to identify different kinds 

of presupposition in all the statements. 
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example:

•  - The writer is Arthur Smith.

• This sentence presuppose 

that Arthur Smith exist.

3.Cleft sentences:there are some 

types of sentence structure which may 

generate potential presupposition like 

“it –clause” and” if- clause”. For ex-

ample

- It was Sarah who hits me.

This sentence presupposed that Sarah 

got hitted.

4. “Iteratives verbs”: this type in-

cludes verbs like , return, another 

again, anymore, repeat, etc.for exam-

ple:

- You couldn’t go hospital again.

This sentence presupposed that you 

once can go to the hospital.

5. “Implicative forms”: This type in-

clude verbs like forget,manage,etc.for 

example:

- Sarah forget to write her 

home work.

This sentence presuppose that Sarah 

ought to write her home work. 

6. “Temporal clause” :this type con-

tains verbs like during, whenever, 

after, before, while, since,etc. For ex-

ample:

- While Ali was sleeping .Huda 

came in.

This sentence presupposed that Ali 

was sleeping.

7. “Questions forms”: the wh-ques-

tion structure is very familiar lin-

guistic form, producing the presup-

position of the existing of the thing 

answering the question,or writer or 

speaker assuming of such an entity 

(Beaver, 1997:2). Forexample:

- Does Sarah travel yesterday?

This sentence presupposed the exis-

tence of Sarah.

8. “Fictive forms”: this type of po-

tential presupposition includes verbs 

like realized,know,aware,etc. factive 

predicte like; be happy that,be sad 

that,etc For example,

- It was wonderful who glad he 

was.

This sentence presuppose he was glad.
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lieve specific information for granted. 

4. Linguistic constructions of 

potential presupposition:

 There are different views,which 

states that, presuppositions seem to 

appear with specific linguistic forms 

in specific context.but it is important 

to emphasis that “the fact that an ut-

terance contains a semantic trigger 

that is (normally) responsible for a 

presupposition does not mean that the 

(potential) presupposition will ascend 

to become an (actual) presupposi-

tion of the speaker meant utterance” 

(Capone, 2017:26) . Capone (ibid) 

adds that the existence of these spe-

cific linguistic forms will not usually 

generate actual semantic and conven-

tional presupposition.Some linguists 

are confused weather these forms 

has a “heterogeneous nature”, ren-

dering those specific linguistic forms 

related to presupposition arbitrary. 

This view was strongly supported by 

Stalkner who argues that “one can ex-

plain many presuppositions in terms 

of general rules (…) without building 

anything about presuppositions into 

the meanings of particular words or 

constructions” (Stalkner, 1974:212).

Or weather presuppositions share a 

“homogeneous nature” which is di-

rectly related presupposition to specif-

ic group of phrases,words and struc-

tures, this view is strongly supported 

byYule and Beaver. (Yule, 2000:27).

  The following are some main lin-

guistic constructions which may pro-

duce potential presupposition Levin-

son (1983: 196-7):

1. “Change of state verbs””: this 

type include the verb like  begin,fin-

ish,start,etc.for example:

- Ali finished his term exam.

This sentence presupposed that Ali 

had an exam but now he finished it.

2. “Definite noun phrases”: This 

type includes mainly names, posses-

sives also “that” and “this” clauses.

the presupposition derived from this 

type is called “existential presuppo-

sitions”. (Levinson, 1983: 181). For 
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for the speaker that the listeners iden-

tifying that the speaker considers spe-

cific information as common knowl-

edge but the basic idea of producing 

a statement is communicate a presup-

position that is needed by uttering this 

statement.

  Later on, some linguist such as, 

Simons (2003: 16-17) and Rooy 

(2007),develop Stalnaker’s work and 

presenting the concept “informative 

presupposition” which is defined as 

“ The one in which a speaker utters 

a presupposing sentence knowing 

full well that the presuppositions of 

the sentence are not in the common 

ground. As Stalnaker has observed 

from the first, such utterances may be 

entirely appropriate, and may lead to 

a perfectly natural process of accom-

modation. Such uses of presupposing 

sentences, we will call informative 

presuppositions”.Asudeh (2008: 4-5) 

adds that it seems that presupposition 

imposes restrictions on communica-

tor’s understanding on the common 

ground or on the common ground to 

let the proposition interpreted based 

on the presupposition.

   Furthermore,Simsons (2002:13) 

assert Stalnaker points of view , stat-

ing that the speaker traditionally rep-

resent his speech as presupposing 

that the statement is part of common 

ground and that “this representation is 

a transparent pretense, but it is never-

theless by means of the representation 

that communication is accomplished” 

(ibid.).

Accordincly, Stalnaker (ibid: 17) 

draws a distinction between making 

presupposition and presupposition, 

stating that making presupposition is 

implied or indirect way to give the lis-

tener anew information and make him 

believe it as common ground. In other 

words, it is an intentional producing 

of assumptions,this way of producing 

information is called informative pre-

supposition. Finally, it’s worth men-

tioning that this kind is employed in 

different ways to make the listener be-

13
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important.That is, presupposing sen-

tence is to assume its presupposition 

and in any normal context the speak-

er behaves as if the listener normally 

would take his statement for granted. 

He )ibid. 17-20) clarified that infor-

mative presuppositions solves many 

problems related to presupposition 

when it used together with accommo-

dation. He adds that in specific con-

texts, the speaker should assumes that 

the statement is part of general infor-

mation by means of accommodation, 

and the listener then would believe 

and accept the assumed proposition 

or this statement might face presup-

position failure.

  Abbott (2000, 1422) argues that 

the main point concerning common 

ground is that presupposition is rec-

ognized with “old” information and 

since people need in some cases to 

accommodate some new data and 

consider it as old one depending on 

rules of accommodation as discussed 

above. Thus, accommodation play an 

informative function which basically 

based on speaker presupposition

  Stalnaker (1972: 441) adds that “any 

semantic presupposition of proposi-

tion expressed in a given context will 

be a pragmatic presupposition of the 

people in that context”. But unfortu-

nately the concept common ground 

knowledge faces many difficulties 

when tested against some specific 

context.( Atlas 1975: 37) 

  To solve such difficulties Lewis 

(1979: 340) discuss the term accom-

modation which consider as a way 

of or strategy used by the listener to 

change his thoughts or believes for 

preventing “presupposition failure”. 

In this respect, he (ibid) states that 

“if at a time t something is said that 

requires a presupposition p to be ac-

ceptable and if p is not proposed just 

before t, then –ceteris paribus and 

within certain limit- presupposition 

p comes into existence at t”. Further-

more, Stalnaker (1979:449) empha-

sizes the point that it is not important 

12
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3. “Response stance”: agree,accept,admit,etc.

Furthermore, Hooper )1975 : 91) finds that presupposition construction is related 

to factives predicates which is followed by either strong or weak clauses .those 

constructions are usually called “strong factives” or “emotive factives”.(ibid:92) 

classify a the concept as follow:

Table(2) 

Assertive and Non- Assertive factive , Hooper (1975 : 92)

4.Presupposition and Common Ground   

 Many linguist in the field of pragmatics study the concept presupposition in rela-

tion to the concept common ground , they define it as proposition that the listener 

interpreted and accept it as part of common ground and mutual knowledge.In this 

respect, Asudeh (2008:4-5) disuses that presupposition should be understands as 

part of mutual knowledge or assumptions between the listener and the speaker in 

specific discourse .

  Simons (2003: 16) express that “the idea seems to be that the utterance of a pre-

supposing sentence brings the (speaker) presupposition into being”. In the same 

vien, Stalnaker (1972: 451) discuss the relation between speaker presupposition 

and sentence presupposition; considering that speaker presupposition is more 
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For example, if you study,you would passe. This sentence assumes that you did not 

study that is,this conditional structure assumes that what is said in the if –clause is 

not true at the time of speaking. Yule (ibid:30) present the following table of the 

linguistic forms of potential presupposition, this sign means “ presuppose”.

6. The Factive Presupposition

This type of presupposition indicator is called is called factive because they appear 

in sentences to refers to facts,e.g: realize,glad,knows,etc. for example:

Everyone knows Ali is a doctor. This sentence assumes that everybody knows that 

Ali is a doctor.

Another classification introduced by Cattell )1978: 61 77) who classify presuppo-

sition indicators into three groups:

1. Factive(non-stance): notice,remember,recognize,know,regret,etc.

2. “Volunteered stance” :belive,suspect,assume,etc.
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the things named. Also we find this 

type in “possessive construction” 

such as .e.g:your bag, which presup-

poses you have a bag.

2.The Lexical Presupposition

The indicators of this type is words 

like stop, manage and start. In this 

kind of preposition the use of one 

affirmative meaning is usually ex-

plained with the presupposition that 

another ) non - affirmative) meaning 

is understood. For example,when a 

person say he managed to do some-

thing, this presuppose that this person 

tried or succeed to do something and 

the opposite is true in )non -affirma-

tive) meaning in sentence like “he did 

not manage to do something” is inter-

preted as this person did not succeed 

to do something.

3.The Structural Presupposition

As we can see from the previous types 

of presupposition which is recognized 

from the use of specific words or 

phrases this type is recognized from 

the use of specific sentence struc-

ture,inother words using these struc-

tures is presupposing usually that part 

of this sentence is true. For example, 

if we say “when did Mary married?” 

this sentence structure presuppose or 

assume that Mary married. That is the 

speaker can utilized the wh –forms 

(when ,where, etc) structure to deal 

with the information as assumed and 

hence to convince the listener that 

these information are true. (Yule, 

2000: 29)

4.The Non-Factive Presupposition

In this type the indicators used are 

verbs like pretend,dream,imagin and 

what follow these verb is usually not 

true. e.g. Ali imagines that he was the 

boss. This sentence presuppose that 

Ali was not a boss.

5. The Counter-Factual Presupposi-

tion

  The last type of presupposition is the 

“Counter-Factual Presupposition”, 

the most common feature in this type 

is that, what assumed is the contrary 

to what is true or the opposite of facts. 

9
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notions can be specified and defined. 

Pragmatically, there are three points 

of views of presupposition:

- Pragmatic presupposition means 

the presumptions of the sender 

(speaker) about the context of com-

munication.

- Pragmatic presupposition is consid-

ered as a “felicity condition”.

- Pragmatic presupposition is regard-

ed as the “mutual knowledge” be-

tween interlocutors. (Aitchison , 1999 

: 100).

 Atlas, (2007:34) agree with Simon 

view, as he explains that “any seman-

tic presupposition of proposition ex-

pressed in a given context will be a 

pragmatic presupposition of the peo-

ple in that context”. Generally, In pre-

supposition, there are two dimensions 

must be verified, the first dimension is 

that presupposition can be classified 

into three critters: “context-based”, 

“sender –base”, “listener – based”. In 

the first criteria both the sender and 

the receiver make prediction based on 

the context of the discussion while in 

the second criteria the sender intend 

specific thing when he says some-

thing , the last criteria the listener 

predict something from what is said. 

(Stalnaker, 1995 : 25) and (Leech 

1989 : 191) 

3. Types of presuppositions:

  Through studying the term presup-

position, the researcher finds differ-

ent classifications related to differ-

ent linguists of the concept, in this 

section,these classification will ex-

plained in details. (Yule, 2000: 27) 

shows that there are different linguis-

tics forms which considered as indi-

cators of possible presupposition that 

would be presupposition case in spe-

cific context, which can be classified 

as follow:

1.Existential Presupposition

In this type of presupposition, the 

present structure is usually used, as in 

“definite noun phrase” like )the presi-

dent Obama , the house, etc.) in which 

the speaker assume the existence of 
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receiver ( listener) to communicate 

and understand  each other since it 

enable the listener to recognize the in-

tended meaning. Crystal (1991: 272) 

express that the term presupposition 

deals with a very specific type of in-

formation called “implicit informa-

tion” which is supposed to be recog-

nized by the participants during their 

communication.

  In this concern Finch, (2000:165) 

finds that presupposition consid-

ered as a natural feature of the use 

of language and it could be utilized 

as a “linguistic economy” technique, 

since the speaker is not obligated to 

say every detail when he speaks be-

cause repeating such details every 

time makes the conversation extreme-

ly boring. Furthermore,Simon (2006 : 

76) and Verschueren )1999 : 27) finds 

that presupposition gives the effect of 

persuasion on participant in specific 

context that should be attributed to 

the people involved in that context, 

since they believe that context should 

satisfy the rules used to add meaning 

to the utterance.

  In the same direction,Verschueren 

(2002:26) says that “background in-

formation” is essential element to de-

velop any communication and it is not 

important how direct and obvious the 

speaker wants to be, but conveying 

information depends mainly on vari-

ous means including presupposition.

Moreover,Simons (2007:13-4) em-

phasis that presupposition is proposi-

tion of an utterance U if it fulfill the 

following conditions :

1. The listener should believe the sen-

tence to accept P to give meaning to 

U.

2. The cause for this utterance.

3. Is not just that the speaker has con-

trol the conversation intention with 

respect to P.

  Simon in his view, argues that pre-

supposition is related to utterance 

rather than speaker or sentence. Thus 

depending on utterance sentence and 

speaker presupposition the derivative 

7



Asst. Instructor Alaa khaled Nsaif

العدد الثالث عشر - السنة السابعة- 2020 م - الجزء الأول 325 

ance U presupposes P (at t) iff one can 

reasonably infer from U that

“the speaker S accepts P and regards 

it as uncontroversial, either because 

a. S thinks that it is already part of the 

conversational context at t, or because

b. S thinks that the audience is pre-

pared to add it, without objection, to 

the

context against which U is evaluat-

ed”.Simons (2007: 1) adds that there 

are theoretically related differences 

between various different type of pre-

supposition each type shares general 

features”

  In the same line,Yingfang (2007:55) 

defines presupposition “as a very 

important in linguistics, especially 

in pragmatics, presupposition is fre-

quently employed in order to enhance 

the effects of persuasion because of 

its own special properties.” This defi-

nition emphasis that presupposition 

effects the people in a way that makes 

them interested about something and 

wants them to know more about it.

  Thus, presuppositions can be defined 

as certain elements of language which 

should be recognized and understood 

by the speaker and the listener which 

is supposed to be true for any part of 

conversation to make sense. The con-

cept “presupposition” also refers to 

hidden meaning to what the speaker 

suppose as true and understood by the 

listener by means of the shared mutu-

al knowledge.

2. Presupposition as pragmatic con-

cept 

  Many linguists asserts that language 

considers as containers of hidden 

meaning , which means that it con-

nects the implicit meaning and infor-

mation to the explicit meaning. Nau-

hardt (2009 : 56) refers to the shared 

knowledge between people in the 

same communication as presupposi-

tion, which considers as the founda-

tion for the sender (speaker) and the 
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1. On defining the concept Presup-

position

  Many linguists defined presuppo-

sition depending on their concern in 

the linguistic field, that is, some of 

them explain it from semantic point 

of view which claims that presupposi-

tion is the proposition that the speaker 

presuppose to be true in order to give 

truth value to the conversation (Si-

mons, 2007: 10-15). Whereas, Yule 

)1996:25) defines the concept presup-

position as “something the speaker 

assumes to be the case prior to mak-

ing an utterance” , in his definition 

Yule indicates that when the speaker 

say something he assumes that the 

hear understand what is his implied 

meaning because there are a common 

knowledge and cultural background 

between them.

Most of the studies about presup-

position agree that there are three 

basic definitions as appoint depar-

ture, which is “utterance presupposi-

tion”, “sentence presupposition” and 

“speaker’s presupposition”. Simons 

(2007: 9-14) gives a clear explaina-

tion of these definitions that is , sen-

tence presupposition is “a sentence S 

presupposes p if p is standardly a pre-

supposition of cooperative utterances 

of U.” sentence presupposition has 

many studied in linguistic and logic 

which is mentions as “implicit as-

sumption” that helps to give the truth 

value to the sentence.While, speaker 

presupposition is defined as”S pre-

supposes a proposition P in uttering 

U if S intends U to have an interpre-

tation which is fully cooperative only 

given her acceptance of P”.This defi-

nition about speaker presupposition 

appears to be related to utterance be-

cause it requires the speaker S intends 

his utterance U to be explained in 

specific condition. Therefore, we can 

explain what the speaker assume in 

more general meaning since the prop-

osition that a sender believe consider 

mutual knowledge.Wheras, utterance 

presupposition is defind as “an utter-
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الخلاصة

الدراسة تحليل تداولي لأنواع الافتراض المستخدمة في التصريحات الرسمية لرئيس الوزراء   تعتبر هذه 

الناس لمواجهه  (بوريس جونسون( الخاصة بازمه كرونا لشعبة حيث تهدف هذه التصريحات الى تشجيع 

الصعوبات التي تواجههم في حياتهم اليومية بشتى الطرق والتي اثرت على الناس بطرق مختلفة مثل الخوف 

والاكتئاب والشعور بالإحباط تعتبر هذه الدراسة وصفيه ونوعيه حيث اعتمدت على تقنية جمع البيانات مثل 

التوثيق والملاحظة.

أهداف البحث هي: 

أزمة  حول  جونسون  بوريس  الوزراء  لرئيس  المختارة  الخطب  في  المختلفة  الافتراض  انواع  تحديد   )١)

فيروسات كورونا إلى شعبة.

(2( توضيح وظيفة كل نوع من انواع الافتراضات المستخدمة في النصوص.

(3( حساب تكرار كل نوع من انواع الافتراضات المستخدمة في الخطابات المختارة.

لتحليل  اتباعها  تم  التي  البيانات والاجراءات  لتحليل  البحث على تصنيف (يول -١٩٩6( للافتراض  يعتمد 

النص هي، قراءة النصوص وتحديد الافتراض ومن ثم تصنيف انواع الافتراضات ومن ثم تقديم بعض الأمثلة 

التوضيحية لكل نوع من النصوص الخطب المختارة، ثم تصنيف وظائف كل نوع من انواع الافتراض.

أظهرت نتائج الدراسة أن العدد الإجمالي لأنواع الافتراضات في البيانات المختارة هو (33٥( ، وأبرز أنواع 

الافتراضات الموجودة هو »الافتراض الوجودي« ١٥3 (٥8.6٧٪( يليه »الافتراض المعجمي« ١0١ ( 

30.١4٪(. ثم »الافتراض الوقائعي المضاد« ٥١ (١٥.2٪( ، »الافتراض الوقائعي« 24 (٧.١6٪(. أقل 

تكرار هو »الافتراض المسبق غير التخيلي« 3 (0.8٩٪( و »الافتراض الهيكلي« 2 (٥٩.0 ٪(.

أخيرًا؛ أظهرت النتائج أن »الافتراض الوجودي« حقق أعلى نسبة من بين جميع انواع الافتراض المستخدمة، 

الملموسة  والبراهين  الاشياء  على  الغالب  في  يعتمد  جونسون  بوريس  الوزراء  رئيس  أن  على  يدل  وهذا 

كالأشخاص، والأعداد الحقيقية للمرضى في نقل المعلومات إلى الناس كوسيلة لأقناعهم باتباع قواعد ونصائح 

منظمة الصحة العالمية بشأن الحماية من فيروس كورونا، وتشجيعهم على الحفاظ على نظرة متفائلة خلال 

هذه الأزمة.

كلمات مفتاحية : خطابات، تداولي، فايروس كرونا، الافتراض، المعرفة المشتركة
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Abstract

  This study is a pragmatic analysis of types of presupposition used in announce-
ments of Prime Minister Boris Johnson about coronaviruses crisis to his country. 
These statements aims to encourage people to encounter difficulties in divers ways 
dealing with their everyday lives,which effected people in different ways like fear-
ful,depressed and feeling demotivated.This study is descriptive qualitative study 
by using the techniques of data collection such as documentation and observation.
   The goals of the research are: 
(1) identiying different types of presupposition in the selected speechs of Prime 
Minister Boris Johnson about coronaviruses crisis to his nation.
(2) explaining the function of every type of presupposition used.
 (3) counting the frequency of each type of presupposition used  in the selected 
data.
  The research follows Yule’s )1996) classification of presupposition to analyze 
the data. The procedures adapted to analyze the data” are; reading the speeches, 
identifying presupposition and classifying types of presupposition, and presenting 
some illustrative examples of each one of them from the data. Then, categorizing  
functions of each kind of presupposition.
  The results of the study shows that the total number of types of presupposition 
in the selected data is (335).The most prominent of all types of presupposition 
found is “Existential presupposition” 153 )58.67%) followed by “Lexical presup-
position” 101(30.14%).Then“Counter-factual presupposition” 51(15.2%), “Fac-
tive presupposition” 24 )7.16%).The lowest frequency are “non- fictive presup-
position” 3)0.89%) and “structural presupposition” 2)0.59%). Finally, the findings 
showed that existential presuppositions are standing in the highest percentage of 
all,which means that Prime Minister Boris Johnson depends mostly on existing 
entities, as persons, real numbers of patients in conveying information to people as 
a mean to convince them following the rules and advices of World Health Organi-
zation, concernig corona virus protection, and encourage them to keep optimistic 
look during this crisis.
   Key words: annoceent, pragmatic, coronavirus, presupposition, commonground
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