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Abstract
Family building is the quest of all humans that needs to be
shed lights on since human relationships are the most important
issues that could be analysed linguistically, religiously and legally.
Therefore, this study a�empts to analyse metapragmatically the act
of marriage in religious and legislative texts, namely, the Quranic
and biblical texts and legislations of both Iraq and Britain. The major
aims of this study are to examine the metapragmatic factors that
inﬂuence marriage in religious and legislative texts and compare
between the two languages in terms of marriage metapragmatically
in religious and legal laws. The researcher uses a qualitative method
of research to examine and describe the selected data in this study.
The model employed in this study is Searle’s felicity conditions
(1965) and classiﬁcations of speech acts (1975) to show the cross
cultural diﬀerences of the same speech act. The results of this study
reveal that metapragmatic factors have essential role on aﬀecting,
performing and expressing marriage across religions and cultures.
It is also found that the same speech act is performed diﬀerently
across cultures employing diﬀerent felicity conditions.
Key words: Marriage, metapragma�cs, Searle, speech acts,
Felicity condi�ons.
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ﻣﻠﺨﺺ اﻟﺒﺤﺚ:

ﺑﻨﺎء اﻻﴎة ﻫﻮ اﳌﺴﻌﻰ ﻟﻜﻞ اﻟﺒﴩ ﻟﺬاﻟﻚ ﳛﺘﺎج ﺗﺴﻴﻠﻂ اﻻﺿﻮاء ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻛﻮن اﻟﻌﻼﻗﺎت

اﻹﻧﺴﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﻫﻲ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻢ اﻟﻘﻀﺎﻳﺎ اﻟﺘﻲ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﲢﻠﻴﻠﻬﺎ ﻟﻐﻮﻳ ﹰﺎ ودﻳﻨﻴ ﹰﺎ وﻗﺎﻧﻮﻧﻴ ﹰﺎ .ﻟﺬﻟﻚ ،ﲥﺘﻢ ﻫﺬه

اﻟﺪراﺳﺔ أن ﲢﻠﻞ ﺗﺪاوﻟﻴﺎ واﺟﺘﲈﻋ ﹰﻴﺎ ﻓﻌﻞ ﻛﻼم اﻟﺰواج ﰲ اﻟﻨﺼﻮص اﻟﺪﻳﻨﻴﺔ واﻟﺘﴩﻳﻌﻴﺔ،
ﲢﺪﻳﺪا اﻟﻨﺼﻮص اﻟﻘﺮآﻧﻴﺔ وﻧﺼﻮص اﻟﺘﻮراة واﻟﺘﴩﻳﻌﺎت اﻟﻘﺎﻧﻮﻧﻴﺔ ﻟﻜﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﺮاق

وﺑﺮﻳﻄﺎﻧﻴﺎ .ﺗﺘﻤﺜﻞ اﻷﻫﺪاف اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﻴﺔ ﳍﺬه اﻟﺪراﺳﺔ ﰲ دراﺳﺔ اﻟﻌﻮاﻣﻞ اﻟﺘﺪاوﻟﻴﺔ-اﻻﺟﺘﲈﻋﻴﺔ
اﻟﺘﻲ ﺗﺆﺛﺮ ﻋﲆ اﻟﺰواج ﰲ اﻟﻨﺼﻮص اﻟﺪﻳﻨﻴﺔ واﻟﺘﴩﻳﻌﻴﺔ ،واﳌﻘﺎرﻧﺔ ﺑﲔ اﻟﻠﻐﺘﲔ ﻣﻦ ﺣﻴﺚ
اﻟﺰواج اﻻﺟﺘﲈﻋﻲ  -اﻟﻮاﻗﻌﻲ ﰲ اﻟﻘﻮاﻧﲔ اﻟﺪﻳﻨﻴﺔ واﻟﻘﺎﻧﻮﻧﻴﺔ .ﻳﺴﺘﺨﺪم اﻟﺒﺎﺣﺚ ﻃﺮﻳﻘﺔ

اﻟﺒﺤﺚ اﻟﻨﻮﻋﻴﺔ ﻟﻔﺤﺺ ووﺻﻒ اﻟﺒﻴﺎﻧﺎت اﳌﺨﺘﺎرة ﰲ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺪراﺳﺔ .اﻟﻨﻤﻮذج اﳌﺴﺘﺨﺪم ﰲ
ﻫﺬا اﻟﺒﺤﺚ ﻫﻮ ﴍوط اﻟﺼﺤﺔ ل )(Searle) (1965وﺗﺼﻨﻴﻔﺎت أﻓﻌﺎل اﻟﻜﻼم )(1975

ﻹﻇﻬﺎر اﻻﺧﺘﻼﻓﺎت ﺑﲔ اﻟﺜﻘﺎﻓﺎت ﻣﻦ ﻧﻔﺲ ﺧﻄﺎب اﻟﻜﻼم .ﺗﻜﺸﻒ ﻧﺘﺎﺋﺞ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺒﺤﺚ أن
اﻟﻌﻮاﻣﻞ اﻻﺟﺘﲈﻋﻴﺔ  -اﻟﱪاﻏﲈﺗﻴﺔ ﳍﺎ ﻗﺎﻋﺪة أﺳﺎﺳﻴﺔ ﰲ اﻟﺘﺄﺛﲑ ﻋﲆ اﻟﺰواج واﻷدﻳﺎن واﻟﺘﻌﺒﲑ

أﻳﻀﺎ أن إﺟﺮاء اﻟﻜﻼم ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬه ﺑﺸﻜﻞ
ﻋﻨﻪ ﻋﱪ اﻷدﻳﺎن واﻟﺜﻘﺎﻓﺎت .وﻗﺪ وﺟﺪ ﹰ
ﳐﺘﻠﻒ ﻋﱪ اﻟﺜﻘﺎﻓﺎت اﻟﺘﻲ ﺗﺴﺘﺨﺪم ﴍوط اﻟﺼﺤﺔ اﳌﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ.

اﻟﻜﻠﲈت اﳌﻔﺘﺎﺣﻴﺔ :اﻟﺰواج ،ﻣﺎوراء اﻟﺘﺪاوﻟﻴﺔ ،ﺟﻮن ﺳﻮرل  ،اﻓﻌﺎل اﻟﻘﻮل ،ﴍوط اﻟﺴﻌﺎدة
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1. Introduc�on
Language is the vehicle for covering all human’s feelings, a�tudes and moods through their talk. It is regarded as “the intentional transmission of information by means of some established
signaling system” (Lyons, 1977, p.32). In addition, Turner (1973)
states that people use language because they expect it as a tool to
ﬁt all circumstances. Furthermore, Cummings and Simmons (1983)
describe language as “a social phenomenon because of its highly
conventionalized nature” (p.3). Therefore, language is employed as
a means of communication as stated by Salmani-Nodoushan (1995)
when he says that “people use language to accomplish such functions as ordering, promising, arguing, and so on”(p.1). The knowledge of linguistic rules is maintained by the competence of appropriate use of language in situations (Hymes, 1972).
In this trend, the study of pragmatics is introduced ﬁrstly by
Morris (1938) who uses this term to refer to the “the relation of
signs to interpreters” (Mey, 2004 p. 6). Furthermore, Levinson
(1983) claims that pragmatics involves the study of language usage
distinguished from syntax which is the study of the combinatorial properties of words and their parts, and diﬀers from semantics,
which is the study of meaning. In addition, Leech (1983) describes
pragmatics as “any background knowledge assumed to be shared
by the speaker and the hearer and contributes to the hearer’s interpretation of what the speaker means by a given u�erance” (p.13).
Moreover, Leech (1983) and Thomas (1983) divide pragmatics in
to two constituents: ﬁrst is pragmalinguistic, referring to the routines, strategies and large number of linguistic forms to state communicative action and the other one is sociopragmatics which refers
40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021
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to the social perceptions underling participants’ performance and
interpretation of communicative action. Therefore, Leech (1983)
describes pragmatics as studying the linguistic communication that
is related to conversational principles.
Moreover, in this trend Crystal (1985) describes pragmatics as
“the study of language from the point of view of users, especially
of the choices they make, the constraints they encounter in using
language in social interactions, and the eﬀects their use of language
has on other participants in the act of communication” (p. 240). In
addition, Bachman’s (1990) model of communicative competence
broadened pragmatic competence to include both illocutionary
competence and sociolinguistic competence. He regards pragmatic
competence as a component of communicative competence.
Cross cultural pragmatics is described by Richards, Schmidt, kendricks & Kim (2002) as concerned with investigating the similarities and diﬀerences in expressing and comprehending messages in
cultural norms such as investigating the diﬀerences in conventions
for realising speech acts. They (2002) state that the study of pragmatics contradicts the study of pragmatics since semantics studies
meaning without any reference to the users or the communicative
functions of sentences. In addition to Cook (2003) who states that
pragmatics is concerned with studying the knowledge and the procedures that enable people understand each other’s words.
In addition, Fitzmaurice & Taavitsainen (2007) describe pragmatics as focusing on contextualised uses of language employing
language as a communicative instrument that “responds to and is
shaped by the pressures of actual situations of verbal interaction
with speciﬁc communicative purposes and speciﬁc speech con-
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texts” (p. 13). Therefore, pragmatics reﬂects aspects where context
must be taken into account. Context includes preceding u�erances,
the participants in the speech event, knowledge, participant’s interrelations, goals, and the physical and social se�ng of the speech
event (Cruse,2006). Atkins & Rundell (2008) describe the function
of pragmatics as people’s intention to communicate their feelings
and opinions by their selection of words and phrases while expressing meanings. Some researchers ﬁnd out that to state that pragmatics is hard to deﬁne (Ariel, 2008).
Moreover, Saeed (2016) states that communication in any language means more than just acquiring grammar and pronunciation,
but a need for learning how to ask a question, greet, make suggestions and thank other speakers that help to know the uses of u�erances of the language “to which u�erances are conventionally put
in the new language community and how these uses are signaled, if
we are to use the language in a realistic way” (p.229).
2. Marrying Speech Act
Marriage is a speech that performs an action, for that this study
a�empts to prove the power of marriage language and how u�ering
certain words have central rule in admi�ng two parties as married
couple. Therefore, Rankema (1993) states that the speech act theory
shows the language as a form of acting. In addition, Parker (1986)
adds that speech acts are depending highly on the context of their
use especially to the relation concerning the speaker and the hearer.
Besides, Bachman (1990) states that the speech acts in communication cases are closely related to the functional scopes of language.
Speech acts are not the same among cultures, as the emphasis
that Fraser (1981) put is built on the idea that all indirect speech
40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021
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acts that hold illocutionary force are sharing similarities across languages; however, their function, frequency of occurrence and their
distribution show diﬀerences. In addition, Blum-Kulka and Olshtain
(1984) declare that there are diﬀerences in using speech acts inter-culturally and crossculturally.
Marriage as an action is described by Austin (1962) as “to say a
few certain words is to marry or to marry is to say a few words” (p.
8). He (1962) mentions that the act of marrying is performed by utterances rather than performing action. That is, both acts (marriage
and divorce) are related to be performed by u�erances not action.
Moreover, Austin (1962) states that the function of performative u�erances is expressing actions not just expressing communicative information. It means that actions such as apologising, refusing, promising, requesting and complaining are all acts that are
expressed by certain u�erances that have action. Therefore, the
u�erances that are used to understand these functions are identiﬁed as speech acts. Moreover, Austin (1962) elicits ﬁve speech act
sets including: “verdicatives” (giving a verdict), “expositives” (ﬁ�ng
expressions into the course of an argument or conversation), “behabitatives” (indicating a�tudes or social behavior), “exercitires”
(exercising power, privileges or inﬂuence), and “commissives”
(promising or else undertaking) .
In addition, Searle (1969) adds for the idea of speech act theory in expressing that speech acts are achieved in real situations of
language use and the underlined assumption in speech act theory
is the performance of certain kinds of acts or functions. He stresses
the importance of the analysis of speech acts stating that speaking
a language is performing speech acts such as swearing, promising,
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commanding, requesting, etc.
Accordingly, Searle (1976) classiﬁes speech acts into ﬁve categories; “verdictives”, (as:giving a verdict), “exercitives” (as: appointing, voting, ordering, urging, advising, warning), “commissives” (as
making a promise), “behabitives” (as: apologising, congratulating,
commending, condoling, cursing, and challenging) and ,“expositives” (as: arguing, conceding, illustrating , assuming , postulating ).
Searle (1976) retains the same classiﬁcation using diﬀerent
terms: directives such as request, commissives such as promise,
representatives such as assertion, expressives such as apology and
declaratives such as changing a state.
Austin (1962) puts certain conditions for a felicitous act that lead
the expression of saying I now pronounce you husband and wife
as felicitous if it is u�ered by a priest to a couple (man and woman) in certain place, that is church with the existence of people for
celebrating the wedding ceremony. The intended action must be
regarded and taken seriously by all the participants as the priest
and the couple; otherwise, the marriage speech act would be regarded as unhappy or infelicitous. If an act does not conform to
the essential conventions, the action would be described as being
misﬁre, whereas when the action was done insincerely by all the
participants it is described as abuse (Austin ,1962).
In addition, Partridge (1982) and Huddleston (1984) state that
there are u�erances that contain performative verbs but do not
perform relevant speech acts. These u�erances are called statements. Furthermore, Quirk et al. (1985) states that there is no distinction between performatives and constatives since statements
are used to make prediction, make assertion, or give an apology.
40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021
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3. Sociolinguis�cs and Marrying Speech Act
Trudgill (1993) states that sociolinguistics is describing the relation between language and society. Furthermore, Spolsky (1998)
considers sociolinguistics as the ﬁeld which focuses on studying the
relationship between society and language, between the uses of language and the social structures in which the users of language live.
Moreover, Blommaert (2005) explains that Sociolinguistics “arose
out of a concern with diﬀerential distribution pa�erns of language
varieties and forms of language use in societies -- with diﬀerence
and inequality in other words” (p.9). Moreover, Holmes (2013) describes sociolinguistics as studying the relationship between society
and language and explaining why people speak diﬀerently depending on diﬀerent social contexts. As well as, she (2013) describes it
as “concerned with identifying the social functions of language and
the ways it is used to convey social meaning” (p.1).
Thus, the relation of sociolinguistics and marrying speech acts is
seen in the role society plays in performing, u�ering, conveying and
accomplishing marriage among cultures. Since marriage as an issue
is highly related to the society it exists in, it could not be analysed
nor investigated without shedding lights on its social aspects.
4. Methodology
This study employs a qualitative method of research to examine the selected texts. The qualitative method presents statements
that oﬀer a broad diversity of perspectives and opinions on the investigated phenomena. Qualitative method can set items that can
be gathered from variety of sources (Kitzinger, 1987). Moreover,
qualitative study is described as a process of inquiry that is based
on methodological traditions to explore human or social problem
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(Creswell, 1998). The methodology type depends on the research
questions and objectives (Crabtree & Miller, 1999; Denzin & Lincoln, 2000). Furthermore, the qualitative research investigates several research strategies that have shared characteristics (Bogdan
and Biklen, 1992). In addition, the qualitative research is the only
research that provides a stronger interpretation and analysis since
it is grounded on the normal environment of the phenomenon (Collis, Hussey & Hussey, 2003).
Thus, the qualitative method is employed for analysing the religious (Quranic and Biblical) and legislative texts socio-pragmatically. The researcher employs Searle’s (1965) felicity conditions and
classiﬁcations of speech acts (1975). The felicity conditions are:
Propositional content condition, Preparatory conditions, Sincerity
condition and Essential condition; and the types of speech acts are:
assertives, commissives, directives, expressives and declarations.
The researcher will analyse four texts: one from each holy books:
the glorious Quran and the holy bible, and one from legislations of
two diﬀerent cultures from Iraq and Britain. The legislative texts are
taken from Iraqi personal status laws and British family law; since
Iraqi and British legal laws are absolutely get their inspiration from
the Quranic and biblical legislations that have the same values to be
obeyed. In addition, Iraqi and British laws are a reﬂection of completely diﬀerent cultures that help in producing an analysis of the
same issues with applying same models but with diﬀerent results.
Since this study is a pragmatic study, an a�empt to show the
pragmatic aspects of marriage in both religions and cultures is
made. The researcher selects these data since they reﬂect a deep
understanding of the diﬀerences between Islamic and Christian re40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021
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ligions according to the felicity conditions. Furthermore, it reﬂects
the cross cultural diﬀerences of the same speech acts in marriage.
Two stages of analysis are adopted: ﬁrstly, contextual analysis and
the pragmatic analysis. The pragmatic analysis is stated by Searle’s
classiﬁcations for felicity conditions (1965) and classiﬁcations of
speech acts (1975).
Figure 1: The proposed theore�cal framework for pragma�c
analysis [adopted from Searle’s classiﬁca�on for Felicity Condi�ons (1965) and classiﬁca�ons of speech acts (1975).
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5. Data Analysis
In this section, the data will be analysed according to Searle’s
classiﬁcations for felicity conditions (1965) and classiﬁcations of
speech acts (1975).
5.1 Analysis of Marriage SA Data in Chris�an Culture
5.1.1 Text 1
Genesis 2:24:
“Therefore a man shall leave his father and his mother and
shall cleave unto his wife, and they shall be one ﬂesh.”(King James
Bible)
5.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis
This text is extracted from the holy Bible, book of Genesis; Chapter two. It states the creation of woman and her relationship with
the man. A�er the creation of man, the woman was created from
the rib taken from the man. This text states the issue of marriage
which represents the unity of man and woman. The text reﬂects the
idea of marriage which is declared when a man leaves his parents
and joins his wife to create their new life as one ﬂesh. The implied
meaning in this text is to state the reality of life.
5.1.1.2 Searle’s Felicity Condi�ons
A) Rules of FCs of asser�on
1.Propositional Content Rule:
A.the P expresses future A
B.the u�erance must denote P of marriage.
2.Preparatory Rule:
A.S would like H to believe in the P
B.S has authority over H
C.A will be done in the normal course of event.
40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021
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3.Sincerity Rule: S intends H to believe in the P.
4.Essential Rule: counts as S’s authority to state P.
B) Analysis of FCs
1. Propositional Content Condition: the proposition of marriage
in this text shows the future action by the usage of future particle
(shall cleave unto his wife). The words that are stated in this text reﬂect the idea of marriage explicitly by the words (leave his father….)
and (to be one ﬂesh).
2. Preparatory Condition: this text states the fact of creation and
the issue of marriage when a man leaves his parents to join his wife.
Jesus Christ intends all Christians to believe in this fact since he is
a Prophet from Allah and thus whatever he states is trusted and
worth being believed in.
3. Sincerity Condition: Jesus Christ intends to state the issue of
creation and marriage.
4. Essential Condition: the reality of creation and marriage is not
known unless a Prophet from Allah has been sent to explain it for
them. That is, only Prophets are authorized to state unseen facts
and to legislate rules for their followers. This text is stating how
man leaves his father and mother to create his own family and joins
his wife to be one soul.
5.1.1.3 Searle’s Classiﬁca�ons of Speech Acts
The speech act used in this text is assertive speech act that expresses a belief about life and creation that has a word- to-world
relationship.
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5.2 Analysis of Marriage SA Data in Islamic Culture:
5.2.1 Text 1
Surat Al- Baqara (the Heifer), (2: 221)
ﲔ ِﺮﻛﺸﻮﺍ ﺍﻟْﻤﺤﻜﻻ ُﺗﻨَ  ﻭ ْﺘ ُﻜﻢﺒﺠ َﺃﻋﻟَﻮ ﻭ ِﺮ َﻛﺔﺸ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺮﻴﺔ ﺧٌ ﻨﻣﺆﺔ ﻣٌ ﻷﻣَ َ  ﻭﻦﻣﺆ ﱠﺘﻰ ﻳ ﺣ ِﺮﻛَﺎﺕﺸﻮﺍ ﺍﻟْﻤﺤﻜﻻ َﺗﻨَ }ﻭ

ﺓﺮﻐﻔْ ﺍﻟْﻤ ﻭﺔﻨﻮ ﺇِﻟَﻰ ﺍﻟْﺠﻋﺪ ﻳﺍﻟﻠﱠﻪﺎ ِﺭ ﻭ ﺇِﻟَﻰ ﺍﻟﻨﻮﻥﻋﺪ ﻳﻚ ُﺃﻭﻟَﺌﻜﻢُ ﺒﺠ َﺃﻋﻟَﻮ ﻭ ِﺮﻙﺸ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺮﻴ ﺧﻦﻣﺆ ﻣﺪﺒﻟَﻌﻮﺍ ﻭﻨﻣﺆ ﱠﺘﻰ ﻳﺣ

ِ ﻠﻨ ﻟﻪﺎﺗ ﺁﻳﻦﻴﺒﻳ ﻭﻪﺑ ِ ِﺈ ْﺫﻧ
(( )ﺍﻟﺒﻘﺮﺓ٢٢١){ﻭﻥ َﺘ َﺬ ﱠﻛﺮ ﻳﻢ ﱠﻠﻬﺎﺱ ﻟَﻌ

221. “Do not marry unbelieving women [idolaters], un�l they believe:
A slave woman who believes is be�er than an unbelieving woman, even

though she allures you. Nor marry [your girls] to unbelievers un�l they
believe: A man slave who believes is be�er than an unbeliever, even
though he allures you. Unbelievers do [but] beckon you to the Fire. But
Allah beckons by His Grace to the Garden [of bliss] and forgiveness, and
makes His Signs clear to mankind: That they may celebrate His praise”
(Ali, Trans., 1937, p.15).

5.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis
This Quranic text states a prohibition for all Muslims. Allah forbids Muslim men and women from marrying unbelievers until they
believe even if they ﬁnd some admirations they should avoid such
kind of marriage. Therefore, Allah favours believing man, woman
over unbelievers since they are described by Allah as inviting Muslim
men and women for hell and ﬁre, whereas Allah intends all Muslims
to be in heaven. This verse is divided into two parts: the ﬁrst one is
an order from Allah to avoid marrying unbelievers, while the second
one is the reason for that prohibition. Unbelievers are calling for sins
and ﬁre while Allah wants all Muslims to be in heaven longing for
his mercy. The implied meaning in this verse is a prohibition for all
Muslims from marrying unbelievers until they believe.
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5.2.1.2 Searle’s Felicity Condi�ons
A) Rules of FCs of Order
1. The Propositional Content Rule: future act of H
2. Preparatory Rule:
A. S would like H to do A and H must do it.
B. A must be done in normal course of event.
3. Sincerity Rule: S intends H to do A.
4. Essential Rule: the u�erance counts as obligation for H to do A.
B) Analysis of FCs
1. Propositional Content Conditions: this verse states a proposition for Muslims in case they a�empt to marry unbelievers and this
proposition is seen by the usage of words ( ((وﻻﺗﻨﻜﺤﻮاDo not marry)
which is in present simple tense that expresses present action for
future intention.
2. Preparatory Condition: Allah orders Muslims and states that
rule for them and Muslims in advance must obey Islamic laws by
avoiding ge�ng married from unbelievers. Allah’s intention for
avoiding such kind of marriage is lexically and explicitly stated by
the words (( )ﻭﺍﻪﻠﻟ ﻳﺪﻋﻮﺍ ﺍﱃ ﺍﳉﻨﺔ ﻭﺍﳌﻐﻔﺮﺓ ﺑﺄﺫﻧﻪbut Allah beckons by His Grace to
the Garden [of bliss] and forgiveness).
3. Sincerity Condition: Allah explicitly intends all Muslims to obey
him and follow his rules.
4. Essential Condition: All Islamic rules are considered as basic
rules that for certain to be followed. Therefore, Muslims cannot
marry unbelievers male or female and if they did so it means that a
sin has been commi�ed, and thus must be punished.
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5.2.1.3 Searle’s Classiﬁca�ons of Speech Acts
This verse states one law of Islamic marriage which is permission
of polygamy in a conditional type of sentence to state a directive
speech act that a�empts to order Muslim men for being justice and
fair when marrying more than one wife.
5.3 Analysis of Marriage SA Data in Bri�sh Legisla�ve Texts
5.3.1 Text 1
1949 England and Wales Code- Chapter 76: part 1 Restric�ons
on Marriage: Sec�on 1: Item 1
1.-(1) A marriage solemnized between a man and any of the
persons men�oned in the ﬁrst column of Part I of the First Schedule to this Act, or between a woman and any of
the persons men�oned in the second column of the said Part I,
shall be void.
5.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis
This British legislative text states the restrictions that are applied
for British marriage. It states the prohibited degrees that make the
marriage void. This law speciﬁed those who are not allowed to get
married for kindred and aﬃnity relations. If a man or a woman intends to marry from kindred and aﬃnity relationships, then the
marriage shall be void. The implied meaning in this rule states a
prohibition for English citizen to limit their marriage acts.
5.3.1.2 Searle’s Felicity Condi�ons
A) Rules of FCs of Asser�on
1.Propositional Content Rule: future A stated by the P
2.Preparatory Rule:
A. S believes that H must not do A
B. S has authority over H
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C. A will not be done in normal course of event
3.Sincerity rule: S intend H not to do A
4.Essential rule: P is prohibition for H for doing A
B) Analysis of FCs
1.Propositional Content Condition: the particle (shall) expresses
the future action to state the prohibition of marriage between kindred and aﬃnity relations.
2.Preparatory Condition: the legislator believes that this law must
be followed and that British citizens must not marry from kindred
and aﬃnity relations. The legislator is authorised to state that law
and it must be obeyed otherwise marriage will not be done in the
normal course of events.
3.Sincerity Condition: the legislator sincerely intends all British citizens not to marry from kindred and aﬃnity relations and this is seen
by the usage of word (void) to declare the invalidity of marriage.
4.Essential Condition: this civil code is considered as prohibition
for British people not to marry their kindred and aﬃnity relations.
This prohibition is stated implicitly and is expressed by declarative
sentence.
5.3.1.3 Searle’s Classiﬁca�ons of Speech Acts
This text is declarative in form but imperative in function. The
speech act used in this text is directive speech act that tries to order
all British citizens not to marry kindred and aﬃnity relations.
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5.4 Analysis of Marriage SA Data in Iraqi Legisla�ve Texts
5.4.1 Text 1

. اﻟﻔﻘﺮة اﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ: اﳌﺎدة اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺜﺔ: اﻟﺰواج واﳋﻄﺒﺔ: اﻟﻔﺼﻞ اﻷول: اﻟﺰواج:اﻟﺒﺎب اﻷول
 ﻻﳚﻮز اﻟﺰواج ﺑﺎﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ واﺣﺪة اﻻ ﺑﺎذن اﻟﻘﺎﴈ وﻳﺸﱰط ﻻﻋﻄﺎء اﻻذن ﲢﻘﻖ-4
:اﻟﴩﻃﻴﲔ اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻴﲔ
.ان ﺗﻜﻮن ﻟﻠﺰوج ﻛﻔﺎﻳﺔ ﻣﺎﻟﻴﺔ ﻻﻋﺎﻟﺔ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ زوﺟﺔ واﺣﺪة-ا
.ان ﺗﻜﻮن ﻫﻨﺎﻟﻚ ﻣﺼﻠﺤﺔ ﻣﴩوﻋﺔ-ب

Alwaqai Aliraqiya (the Iraqi oﬃcial gaze�e), Law NO.(188)
1959)), issue No. 280 dated December 30, 1959.
Chapter 1 – Marriage: Sec�on 1– Marriage and Betrothal: Ar�cle 4
4- Marrying more than one woman is not allowed except with
the authoriza�on of the qadi (judge). Gran�ng this authoriza�on
is dependent on the fulﬁllment of the following two condi�ons:
a- The husband should have the ﬁnancial capacity to provide
for more than one wife 2.
b- There is a legi�mate interest. (Translated by American Bar
associa�on, Iraq Legal Development Project,2006)
5.4.1.1 Contextual Analysis
This legislative text is extracted from Iraqi personal status
law. The chapter discusses the marriage and engagement laws. This
point of Iraqi law focuses on preventing polygamy marriage only
for certain causes that are agreed upon under certain conditions. It
states the issue of marriage with more than one woman. It focuses
on the permission of marrying more than one woman. In this text,
the emphasis is on two parts: the ﬁrst discusses legislator’s view
about marrying more than one woman, while the second discusses
the conditions that must be done to agree upon such marriage.
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The legislator limits Iraqi men from marrying more than one wife
with permission based on the judge’s acceptance for the husband
to marry. The judge would not allow the husband to marry unless
he convinces the judge with two conditions: The ﬁrst condition asserts the husband’s ability in ﬁnancial aﬀairs to oﬀer for more than
one wife, whereas the second condition focuses on the existence of
legitimate interest that is strongly needed to cause the judge agree
upon this marriage. The implied meaning in this text is the prohibition of marriage of more than one woman.
5.4.1.2 Searle’s Felicity Condi�on
A) Rules of FCs of Prohibi�on
1.Propositional Content Rule: Future A is done under certain conditions
2.Preparatory Rule:
A.S believes H must follow P.
B.S has authority to state P.
C.A will not be done in the normal course of event.
3.Sincerity Rule: S intends H to follow P.
4.Essential Rule: the u�erance counts as preventing H to do A.
B) Analysis of FCs
1. Propositional Content Condition: marriage of more than one
wife is prevented in Iraqi law. The future action of prohibition is
seen by the usage of the prohibition particle and the present verb (
 )ﻻ ﳚﻮزto prevent future marriage with ( ) ﺑﺎﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ واﺣﺪةmore than one
wife.
2. Preparatory Condition: to control and organise the system of
the country the judge, who is in a position over people, is authorised to permit or forbid men from marrying second or more wives.
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If a man marry second wife without judge’s permission it causes
problems and severe punishment.
3. Sincerity Condition: the legislator intends Iraqi husbands to
follow that civil law and obey it.
4. Essential Condition: this legislative text is stated to prevent
the husbands from marrying more than one woman unless with
certain conditions.
5.4.1.3 Searle’s Classiﬁca�ons of Speech Acts
This legislative text includes a directive speech act that prevents
men from polygamy marriage unless certain conditions convince the
judge. The sentence is a conditional sentence that uses the negative
particle with present verb ( )ﻻﳚﻮزwith the condition of agreement
upon such marriage ( )اﻻ ﺑﺎذنto state permission with restrictions.
5. Discussion and Conclusion
This metapragmatic study a�empts to examine the inﬂuence
of metapragmatic factors on marriage in religious and legislative
texts cross-cartulary since marriage is performed diﬀerently using
certain speech acts. Hence, it is found that that the glorious Quran
plays central role in controlling society’s conventions and beliefs as
it states explicitly and implicitly laws of marriage that rules society’s conventions. Moreover, Iraqi legislative law contradicts some
Quranic laws that organise Muslim’s life. The glorious Quran expresses laws of marriage in a detailed way that even the ni�y gri�y
facts are conveyed either explicitly or implicitly as with permission
of polygamy, prohibition of marrying unbelievers.
Furthermore, the biblical and legislative texts of marriage are
stated explicitly and implicitly. Moreover, Christianity puts rules of
marriage that does not permit the existence of an agent.
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Therefore, society’s conventions are determined fact that aﬀects
civil laws but it is inspired by religious laws since religion demonstrates the way people live in. In addition, society sometimes contradicts religious and legislative laws and this is known as conventions that has a strong eﬀect on people’s thoughts and behaviours.
Moreover, polygamy is not encouraged by the society, although it is
allowed by Islamic laws. Hence, religion controls society more than
laws of civil legislations.
The similarities of marriage between Islam, Christianity and legal
laws are examined as that both religions state laws of marriage in an
explicit and implicit forms, using present and past tenses to express
orders, advices, assertion and prohibition. Moreover, Iraqi civil law
is similar to British law in demanding the existence of both spouses
and witnesses. In addition, religious texts that express order are
stated in a polite form. Furthermore, both religious texts are expressed in a generalised form even if stated in a singular form, but
the intention is for generalisation. In addition, words that reﬂect
marriage are explicitly stated, and if they are implicit, they are easily determined. In addition, both religions care for family’s union and
peace. Furthermore, Islam and Christianity both address their followers. Most importantly, the eclectic model is applied on religious
and legislative texts of marriage. In addition, most civil texts of Iraqi
and British are stated in an explicit way as directive speech act. In
addition, British civil marriage is restricting man marrying any of
kindred relation, or woman any of aﬃnity relation as with Iraqi legal
law’s restriction of man marrying kindred and aﬃnity relations.
Moreover, certain diﬀerence ﬁndings of marriage are explicated
as that Islam permits polygamy marriage; while Christianity, British
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and Iraqi civil laws forbid polygamy. However, Iraqi civil law permits polygamy marriage, but that permission is under certain and
speciﬁc conditions only. Moreover, Islam sets strict conditions that
assert the wife’s faith and this law is explicitly stated in the glorious
Quran, while Christianity does not permit marrying from other religions. Islam asserts the approval of wife’s guardian while in Christianity no need for wife’s guardian’s approval. Furthermore, the
form of Quranic sentences that express marriage is of a conditional
type that link the intention with the action related to the intention.
Moreover, texts that prohibit Muslims are justiﬁed with applicable
reasons for preventing Muslims from doing the intended action.
Moreover, the eclectic model is employed pragmatically to examine the implied aspects in religious and legislative texts. Pragmatically, the Quranic and biblical texts are expressed in diﬀerent
forms as order, prohibition or statement with diﬀerent pragmatic
functions, that is as directive speech act, assertive speech act or
commissive speech act.
Searle’s felicity conditions are applied on the Quranic, biblical
and legislative texts to examine the felicity conditions of marriage
in Islamic, biblical and legal texts of Iraq and Britain of marriage
texts to examine how marriage speech act is performed cross-culturally.

40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021

39

A METAPRAGMATIC ANALYSIS OF THE SPEECH ACT OF MARRIAGE...

REFERENCE
•Ali, A. Y.1937) ). The Holy Quran: Arabic Text with an English Translation and Commentary. Lahore: Ripon Printing Press.
•Al-waqai Aliraqiya (the Iraqi oﬃcial gaze�e), Low No. (188) (1959),
Issue No. 280, dated December 30, 1959.
•Ariel, M.2008) ). Pragmatics and Grammar. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.
•Atkins, B. T.S. ,& Rundell,M.(2008). The Oxford Guide to Practical
Lexicography. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
•Audi, R.(Ed.). (1999). Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy (2nd Ed.)
New York: Cambridge
•Austin, J., (1962). How to Do Things with Words. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.
•Bachman, L.,f.(1990). Fundamental Considerations in Language
Testing. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
•Blommaert, J.2005) ). Discourse a Critical Introduction. New York:
Cambridge University Press.
•Blum –Kulka, S.& Olshtain, E.(1984). Requests and Apologies: A
Cross- Cultural Study of Speech Act Realization Pa�erns (CCSARP).
Applied Linguistics, 5(1), 196-213.
•Bogdan, R.C. & Biklen, S.K.1992) ). Qualitative Research for Education: An Introduction to Theory and Method. United States of
America: Pearson.
•Collis, J, Hussey, R. & Hussey, J.2003) ). Business Research: A Practical Guide to Undergraduate and Postgraduate Students, (2nd Edit).
Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
•Cook, G. & Widdowson, H.G. (Ed). (2003). Applied Linguistics. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

40

AL-AMEED Quarterly Peer-reviewed Journal

Asst. Prof. Dr. Hashim Aliwy Mohammed - Researcher: Maha Hani Zaidan

•Crabtree, B.F. & Miller, W. L.1999) ). Doing Qualitative Research,
(2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.
•Creswell,J.W1998) ,). Qualitative Inquiry and Research Design:
Choosing Among Five Traditions. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.
•Cruse, A. (2006). A Glossary of Semantics and Pragmatics. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press Ltd.
•Crystal, D.1985) ). A Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics (2nd
Ed). Oxford: Blackwell.
•Cummings, M.& Simmons, R.1983) ). The Language of Literature:
A Stylistic Introduction to The Study of Literature. Oxford: Pergamon Press.
•Deniz, N.K. &Lincolin, Y. S.2000) ). Introduction. In N.K. Deniz,
& Y.S. Lincoln (Eds.), Handbook of Qualitative Research, 2nd Edit.
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.
•Fitzmaurice, S.& Taavitsainen, I.(Ed).2007) ). Methods in Historical
Pragmatics. Berlin, New Ychork: Mouton de Gruyter.
•Fraser, B.1981) ). On Apologizing. In Coulmas,F.(Ed). Conversational Routine. Mouton: The Hague.
•Holmes, J.2013) ). An Introduction to Sociolinguistics (4th Ed). Edinburgh: Pearson Education Limited.
•Huddleston, R. (1984). Introduction to the Grammar of English.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
•Hymes, D., Pride, J. & Bolmes, J. (Ed).1972) ). On Communicative
Competence. London: Penguin Books Ltd.
•Kitzinger, C.1987) ). The Social Construction of Lesbianism. London: Sage.
•Leech, G.1983) ). Principles of Pragmatics. London, New York: Rou40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021

41

A METAPRAGMATIC ANALYSIS OF THE SPEECH ACT OF MARRIAGE...

tledge, Taylor & Francis Group.
•Levinson, S. C.1983) ). Pragmatics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
•Lyons, J.1977) ). Semantics: Volume I. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
•Marriage Act 1949 UK Public General Acts retrieved from h�p://
www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Geo6/12-13-14/76/contents
•Mey, J. L. (2004). Between Culture and Pragmatics: Scylla and Charybdis? The Precarious Condition of Intercultural Pragmatics. Intercultural Pragmatics, 1(1) 27-480
•Parker, F.1986) ). Linguistics for Non-Linguists. London: Taylor &
Francis, Ltd.
•Partridge, J. (1982). Semantic, Pragmatic and Syntactic Correlates.
Tubingen: Gunter Narr Verlag
•Quirk et al.1985) ). A Comprehensive Grammar of the English Language. London, New York: Longman.
•Rankema, J.(1993). Discourse Study, an Introductory Textbook.
Amsterdam, Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company.
•Richards, J., Schmidt, R., Kendricks, H. & Kim, Y.3) (2002) rd Ed).
Longman Dictionary of Language Teaching and Applied Linguistics.
Edinburgh: Longman.
•Saeed, I. J.2016) ). Semantics (4th Ed). USA, UK: Blackwell Publishing Ltd.
•Salmani- Nodoushan, M. A.1995) ). A Socio-pragmatic Comparative study of Ostensible Invitations in English and Farsi (Master’s
Thesis, University of Isfahan). Retrieved from h�ps://eric.Ed.gov
/?id=ED494798
•Searle, J. R. (1969). Speech Acts: An Essay in the Philosophy of Lan-

42

AL-AMEED Quarterly Peer-reviewed Journal

Asst. Prof. Dr. Hashim Aliwy Mohammed - Researcher: Maha Hani Zaidan

guage. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
•Spolsky, B. (1998). Sociolinguistics. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.
•Thomas, J.1983) ). Cross- Cultural Pragmatic Failure. Applied Linguistics, 4(2) 91- 112 Retrieved from h�ps:// doi.org/10.1093/applin/4.2.91
•Trudgill, P. (1993). A Dictionary of Sociolinguistic Terms. London:
Penguin Books.
•Turner, G.W.1973) ). Stylistics. England: Penguin Books Ltd.
•Weigand, E.(Ed). (2008). Dialogue and Rhetoric. Amsterdam, Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company.

40th Edition Jumada Alwla 1443. December 2021

43

