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Relational Turn of Pragmatics
— Interpersonal Pragmatics: Research Scope Objectives and Methodology
Liu Ping
( Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510420 China)

Interpersonal pragmatics explores the interpersonal /relational or relating aspects of verbal and nonverbal communication and
interaction. Pragmatic studies on face identity and ( im) politeness have examined interpersonal relations however interper—
sonal pragmatics conceptualizes relations as a distinct concept in its own right. More importantly it has been shifted away from
understanding the nature of language towards understanding of human relations by taking an interdisciplinary approach or a multi—
disciplinary one. Thus it greatly broadens the research domain of pragmatics. This paper discusses the research scope objec—
tives and methodology of interpersonal pragmatics intending to offer some insights for further development of pragmatics.
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