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, Se'u'!e {1969: 33) ClBSSIflCS theae ruIes mto twWo: 1ypes ; (1) regu!auve m!es~ .
that regulate independenty exxstmg forms of- behav:our such as affic roles, and
(2} constitutive rules that create or. define new forms of- behavioursuch as;:hcss

fifferent siatus ;-

sl are morc
iig-ﬂiesé ries, -

pame mles . “The forms of the two types. of rules reﬂect i
regulative are expressive as imperative "Do X", but constitut _

~ definitial, e.g., "X counts as Y in context. C" for further delaxls'
sec Searle, 1969; 33 - 42; Leech, 1983: 21- 22; and Levmson 98 :
The ground has now been prepared for denvmg our

our established felicity conditions . They are a‘s‘ follows
1. The Propositional Content Rule ; - =

Advising is to be uttered only in the: comexf ofa séntence (or larger stren:h of o

dlscourse) X, the utterance of which- predxcates some: fumre agtion of the hfmer
2. The Preparatory Rules '; i e

a. Only use the illocutionary force mdlcaung dévicé of advising wheés spwker pas’ )

. some reason to believe that hearer's-act will bcnefit heaxe

b, Only use thie: illocutionary force . mdxcatmg device of adws:ng when'it ls-not
ob\nnus to hearer lhat the act spcc:f’ ed will benef' t hzm in !he normal course o

. ofevents,
3. The Smr.enty Rule :

hearer .

4, The: Essenhal Rule :

The utterance of advising coums as an undenakmg to. the offect lhal acuon is m'
. hearer's best interest . -

) ‘The first three rules together make up the regulanons" for adv:smg But' .

adv1smg is achleved by the fourth rulc (a consxtuuonai mlc)
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~ Advising is to be uttercd only if Spcaker bclleves tha{ the actxon w:ll benef 1




 that H will do A in the normal course of events .

3 Smcemy S believes A will benefit H , - :

4, Essennal Counts as an undertakmg to_the effeet !hat A 1s in H‘s best
interest .

‘Bach and Hamssh (1979 48) suggests the foliowmg condmons :
~Inwmttering ¢, S advises H to A if S expresses. - . _
1. the belief that there is (sufficient) reason for H to A, and
2. the intention that H take S's belief as (sufficient) reason for hrm to. A

Allan (1986: 200) suggests the followmg condmona Lo
1. S advises Htodo A . :
2.8 can authoritatively recommend lhal it isin Hs interest to do A.
3. S believes it is in H's interst to do A . :
4, § reflexively - intends U 10 be taken as sufficient reason for H 0 do A _

In. what follows, we will suggest some. felicity conditions taking into
consideration the general framework of Al- Sulaimaan (1997), and some

’ 'suggestmns made by Searle (1969) , Bach and Harmsh (1979). and Allan (1986)

- 1, The . Contact Code Conditions . ;

" ‘Both speaker and heazer know (how to deal wnth) lhe language. can understand :
- each other, are aware of what they are doing; and-are normal human bemgs
(see Searle; 1969: 57 and Al- Sulaimaan, 1997; 69) . ' :

‘2. The Propositional Content Conditions :

a. The speaker expresses the proposmon of his advres in hrs uuerance and

b. predicates a-future act of the hearer , w

3. The Preparatory Conditions : - ' '

a. Speaker has some reason to beheve that the fumre actlon of the hearer w;ll ‘

- ‘benefit him .
. b. Speaker beheves thal it is not obwous to hearer lhat thls fulhre acuon onthe -

part of hearer will benefithim .
4. The -Sincerity Condition : L :
g Speaker beheves that this future acuon on the part of 1he hearer w:ll beneﬁt ‘
him ,
5. The Essential Condltlons : : : ' .
a, Spcaker believes that the effect of the action specrf ed is in hearers best
interest.
b. Speaker intends to make hearer recogmze speaker's intention that lhe suggcsted
action will be advantagous to héarer who recogmzes the speaker's m:enuon
6. The Wrap- up- Condition :
" The structure of the utterance in question allows makmg a speech act of
advising if and only if conditions {1-5) obtain .
~ Our next task is to derive from our set of conditions a set of rules for the use
of the illocutionary force indicating device for advising . But before tacklmg the

' subject let us explam the nature of these rules .
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Felicity Conditions :
. Crystat (1985: 120) says that fchcuy condluons refcr to th [
must be satisfied if the speech actis to achieve ils purpose” H

* (1990: 241) state that felicity conditions refer to the. “conditions, which hay obe

fulfilled in order for an utierance to hc successful in ach:evmg Its !ended; o

function” . ,
Austin (1962: 14- 15) suggests a typology of condmons whlch perfonmuvcs" )
must meet if they are to succeed or be happy . Thcy are as follows wnh few
modifications and new framing. .~ o
1. Preparatory ‘Condition : There must be an accepted convenuonal
procedure with a certain conventional effect . o g
2. Executive Condition : The procedure must be camed out correctiy and C

completely by all participanis

B.ﬂSmcenty Condition : The partmpams musa have thr: mtenmm to‘_’.'_ 3

conduct themselves
4. Fulfilment Condmon : The pamcnpants must acmaliy Lan‘y out: whaf‘
they have intended . .
Searle (1969) retained Austin's concept of fehcnty condmons and rec,lasmﬁ
them into the followmg fypes: -
1. Preparatory Conditions : They specify prereqmsts statss of affmrs .
2. Propesitional Centent Conditions : They spfx:lfy resmc:mns on what.
can be expressed in the proposition .
3. Sincerity Conditions : They specify the requ:red behcfs desue.s and
intentions of the speaker .
4. Essential Conditions : The essential cm‘admon fox any aci 13 the
constitutive rule, that determines the illocutionary act type S
Al- Sulaimaan (1997) sets a general framework for the speech acts of
promising, theratening and warning in terms of the content conditions, the
preparatory conditions, the smcenty conditions, the essential comimons and the
wrap- up- condition . We will set our felicity conditions using the same general
framework so as to give a rather: systcmauc and clear sef of felicity condmons

The Structure of the Illacemﬂnaa‘y Act of Adwsmg :

According to Searle (1969 and 1991), the force of an utterancs dsraves fmm a4
set of necessary and -sufficient conditions relating to the particutar act . These
conditions rclate, on the one hand, to the beliefs, attitudes and inteations of 2
speaker and hearer, and, on the other, to their mutual understanding of the use of
linguistic devices for communication : The conditions which underlie a sincre
advice are specified as follows (Searle, 1969: 66} : :

1. Propositional Content : Future act A of H.

2. Preparatory : a.S has some reason to believe A will benetic H,
Types of Rules -

: b Itis not ohwous to both § and H
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and commands) and “peripherial dircctives™ (tike advice and waming, chatlenges
and threats, ctc.). To him, the speech acts of advising and waming are those
categorics which falt between directives and assertives in which the force of both
advising and warning is in the fact that the speaker attempts to direct the hearer to
a more favourable course of action to him |

Thosborg (1995: 15) says that a pices of advice is an intention to do
something for the interest of the hearer . She believes that it can be s0.co,plicated
that it is difficult to express in a single sentence . She claims that a suggestion

~which is beneficial to both speaker and hearer is an instance of giving advice if it
is performed exclusively for the benefit of the hearer (see Trosborg, 1995: 188).
She points out that a request may be presented as a suggestion or even as a piece
of advice, a warning or a threat , Thus, a desire on the part of the speaker 10 have
_the grass cut may take the following forms : '
'25. Would you mind cleaning the car ? (reiquest)
26. Wouldn't be an idea 1o clean the car ? (suggestion) -
77. 1 think you'd better clean the car . (advice) '
- 28, If you don't clean the car it'l get too dirty . (wammg)
29, If you don't clean the car you won't get your pocket money . (threat)
As for the linguistic structure of the speech act of advising , Trosborg (1995:
190) says that imperative structure as well as the use of the avxiliaries (e g.
should and cught to) can be used . Examples are :
30. Steer not after every mariner's direction ,
31. Give a thief enough rope and he’ll hang himself .
32.You ought to be mors polite to your mother
33. You should leave immediately .

“The speech act of advising has a world - t0- word direction of fit . Iis
dlocuuona:y point is an attempt by the speaker to get the hearer to do something
for his benefit . The expresséd psychological state is that a man who advises
hearer to do aciion expresses a desire {want, wish) that hearer do (for these
features, see Searle, 1979: 22, 1983: 11, and 1990: 99}, '

It has a less degree of strength than that of the speech act of insisting . For.

" instance, "I advise you to go to the movies" and "I insist that you go to the
movies" have the same illocutionary point, but they are presented with different
degrees of strength (Scarle, 1979: 5). In the speech act of advising, the speaker's
knowledge of the good consequences of future actrion is more than the hearer .
The action is in the interest of the hearer (Searle, 1979: 6} . Certain adverbs like
“politely”, "frankly” and "sincerely” serve to strength the degree of strength of the
* sincerity conditions (Vanderveken, 1990: 119) . Concerning the condition of
satisfaction, an advice is satisfied if and only if it is accepted (Vanderveken, 1994:
12) . The primitive directive force is realized syntactically in the imperative
sentential type (Vanderveken, 1990 : 17; Schiffrin, 1994: 53; Sbisa, 1995: 500;
and Guthrie, 1997: 400) , . '
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s of th Bearer m_
the benfit of the speaker whether the action is dire 'tiy spamﬂed oF ﬁ@dmcﬂy-
sugpested by the proposition as in the speech acis of ; _
non- impositive directive speech acts are supposeu (0 pmm&ﬂ benefity '
himself as in the case of such speeuh acts s 3c’vrce ¥ecommne
inviting .

speech act of warning, except that the additional presupposition i 2
that what is advised is good for the hearer . He hﬂheves thai ™ m a,dv;ss a-mmzrse of
action is 0 suggest thas someons erform thag action vhile pn.suppnsanag that it
wonld be good for him io do it . Thig opposition in ‘the prepdratory coaditions

explains why one and the same speech act can be both. & wa_mmg in Ihe msemver_

sense and advice in the directive sense” . For i instance, in . WRIRing om@mm that
this part of town is ddngerous a mghﬁ, ong can also ?dvm, him i
-away from it , -

Vandervelren (1990 197) says that caution mg means 16 wam. or a@vlsf the
hearer to 1ake care of something (propositional centent condigiof) . “Asfor the
degree of strength, Vandervelfen {1990 : 119) says that some advmbs like
“politely”, "frankly” and “sincere Iy" can serve (o strengfhen the dcgrce of strcnglh
of the sincerity conditions on sentences such as ; : oo
17, I politely advise yon 1o icave 1his 001 . : :

18. ¥ sincercly advise you 1o do it . {for the same view, see also ‘Vem,huercn
(1998: 30) .

Vandewekeu (1994: 197) points out thai "to recommend in the dkmuvc
sense, is to advise while presupposing that the future action recommended is
good in general, and not only for the hearer . "As for the categorization of the
speech act of 1dwsmg, Vanderve,ceﬁ (1994) clagsifies it under both assemvcs and
directives .

Wierzbica (1991 31)i in her contrastive stndy of the speech act of advising in
Enghsh and Polish, claims that advice is mrmulated in Enghsh THOKe tenmuvcly
as in the following cases : .

19. I T were you 1 would tell him the wruih .

20. Tell him the trath- I wounld ,

21. Why don't you tel{ him the trum‘? I think it would be best .

- 22, Why not tell him the truth ? 1 think that might be best ,

23. May be you ought to tell him the fruth 7 -

24. Do you think it might be a good idea to tell him the truth ? -

Wierzbica (1991: 32) claims that the English verb "advise” is scldom vsed
performatively in ordinary speech . She believes that the phrase “I advise you"
sounds very stiff and formal (for the same view, see also Kalisz, 1993: 11) .

Van de Walle (1993) adopts Verschueren's (1985) classification whose
taxonomy distinguishes between "coredirectives” (like requesis, orders, begging

3r

Vanderveken (1990 : 174) sntes t!uz th: sneec’: a{,t: ﬁf’ advising aesmi&ﬁcs lh,A' -




». Fassengers are hereby advised that the train will be Iate (zssertive) .

it seors, that the speech act of advising may be either felling you that -

someihing it the case (with relevance 1o whal Is of is not in your interest) or
telling you i do something about it (because it is or is not in your interesy) .
Scarle {1969 1 29) believes that it can be, but need not be both at once . He
defines the speech act of advising as attempis by the speaker "io gel the hearer’

to take evasive action” {Searle, 1969: 67) . As for the linguistic structire of ihe
speech sct of advising, Searle (1979 22) believes that a settionce kike "I advise
you io leave” has the following deep structure ‘

3 verd you + you Fut Vol Verb (NF) {(Adv) . :

*f advise you io léave” is, thus, the surface structure realxz,mors of "f advise
you -+ ynu wikll leave” with equi NP deletion of the ﬁapea.&d * ]{m“ (for furifier
details, see Searle, 1979: 22) .

Searls (1962 &7 rejects the view inat the sper,ch act of adv:smg 15 2 species
~of raquesting . He believes that one may compare it with the specch acts of -
"urging”, "advocating” and "recommending” Advxsmg someone s not irying 1o
get him to do something in the sense that ewquesting is . Advising is some like
telling someone what is best for him (Searle, 1969: 67) . Hence, we believe that
advising has some sense of requesting simply, becavse when 1 tell someone that
something is good for him, I indirectly request Riva to fotlow my adwc&: in order
-to achieve what is best for him .
Palmer and Kingdon (1965: 196) point out that this we!‘- esta‘ohshed idiomy
- "had better" suggests that 4 ceriain cousse of action is {or is not) advisable, or in
the best interesis of the sabject . For snggesting the advisability of doing
something and not doing scmcihm , they suggest the following realizations for
© advising : R
6. You had betfer tell him about it .
7. You had betier not-tell him about it .
" 8. They had better be starting soon .
9. Hadn't it better be cooked at once .
- 10. Hadn't I better go. Ii resembles "It's advisable for me to go, isn tn‘?“
11. Had it better not go ? It resembles “Is it advisable for me not to go "
12. He'd better eat breakfast before 9 o'clock .
13. Breakfast had better be eaten before 9 o'clok .
14. You would raihier wait, wouldn't you ?
15. You would rather not wait, would you ?
(for further examples about the different realizations of the speech act of adwsm
see Quirk et al., 1972: 102 and 1985: 212) .
Edmondson and House (1981: 124- 125) say that a speaker may presem his / her
advice, as arequest, e.g . _ _ :
6. You must take a holiday / go and see a doctor, etc.
Thus, presenting as his / her own concern what is really for the benefit of the
hearer (for further details, see Edmondson and House, 1981: 125) .
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‘Settmg Fellclty Condmons and Dcrlvmg
- Semantic
Rules for the Speech Act of Advnsmg
. By |
iDr. Misbah M. D. AL- Sulalmaan -

1. Abstract : R
This paper is a theoretical study of the speech act of adv:smg Its aim s
twofold . First, it auempts to formulate a set of felicity conditions for the speech
act in question taking into consideration the general framework. suggested by
Searle (1969), Allwood (1987), Mey (1994), and Al- Suiaimaan (1997) for the .
speech act of promising . Second, it will modify Searles-semantic rules of
(1969) for the speech act of advxsmg for the use of the :llocutlonary force
mdlcanng device . _ : ‘

-2. The Concept of Adwsmg -

The speech act of advising has received relauvely little attention comparcd
with many other speech acts . Austin (1962) classifies it under the category of
exercitives . For him, the consequénces of the exercitive class inay be that others
are "compelled” or "allowed” or * not allowed“ to do certain acls (Austin, 1962:
151). He gives only few examples in this book How to D¢ Things wnth »
Words to show different structures and different types of the speech act of
advising . His examples are : '

1. You must shut it ..
2. You ought to shut it .
3. T advise you to-shut it . 7
_ Austin points out that both (1) and (2) rcscmhle (3} . In this respeci, we
believe that both (1) and (2) are implicit (to use Austin's terminclogy), whereas
(3) is explicit . Austin (1962: 141) states that the main structure of the sp@ech
act of advising is : "I advise you'todo X",

Austin (1962: 42) points out that the speech act of adv1smg may be done
correctly or incorrectly, well or badly . For instance, I may advise you to do
something which is not in fact at all in your interest, though I think it is .
However, 1 may advise you fo do something which is rcally in your interest .
Austin believe that the former is bad and incorrect, whereas the iatter is well and
correci . _

Searle (1979: 13- 14) classifies the speech act verb "advise" under the class of
directives . For him, directives are attempts by the speaker to get the hearer to do
something {e.g. urging, advising, insisting, suggesting, etc.). He, however,
points out that the speech act verb "advise: can take either the directive syniax or
the assertive syntax, e.g. '

- 4, { advise you to leave (directive) .
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