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The dialogues proposed here take up debates that might almost be called
classical, but which continue to give rise to reflection. It concerns, on the one hand, the
discussion about the boundaries to be considered (or not) between semantics and
pragmatics (see, for instance, Kleiber, 1982; Fonseca, 1994; Oliveira, 2019; Coutinho,
2020); on the other hand, the issue of the proximity, or even eventual overlapping,
between pragmatics and text linguistics, as disciplines focused on the construction
(reconstruction, co-construction) of meaning in context. One of the reasons why this
second question does not seem to be so often reiterated in the panorama of linguistic
discussion has to do with two types of ambiguities around the areas (or subareas)
considered (discussed in Coutinho, forthcoming): pragmatics as a component of
grammar or as an analysis of meaning in context, and text linguistics as text grammar
(transphrasal analysis) or text linguistics proper (in the perspective of Coseriu, 2007,
p. 156; p. 305).

The problematic of implicit tends to occupy a prominent place within studies in
pragmatics, due to unavoidable contributions like those of Grice (1975) and Kerbrat-
Orecchioni (1986). In the present context, it is also interesting to highlight more recent
contributions, such as the one that articulates the problematic of the implicit with issues
of textual genres (Goncalves, 2019) or the one that repositions the question of the
boundaries between semantics and pragmatics regarding, specifically, the implicit
(Oliveira, 2019).

A more detailed explanation of the framework that has just been briefly set out
will constitute the first part of the work proposed here. This presentation will make it
possible to highlight the epistemological baselines which determine the possibilities of
convergence or divergence between the perspectives considered. Although in a very
schematic way, three major orientations can be highlighted here: (i) vericonditional
and/or (strictly) formal approaches; (ii) methodological perspectives that refuse an
exclusively immanentist description, as explicitly stated by Kerbrat-Orecchioni (1986,
p.9); (iii) social conceptions of language, namely those in the continuity of Voloshinov
(1929/1977). It is in function of this third orientation that the main goal of the paper is
assumed: to rethink the questions posed from the last orientation pointed out - namely,
the one that starts from a social conception of language. It is about trying to understand
what is the place (or the meaning) of the "pragmatic enrichment" (Recanati, 2012),
when the context, or the ‘entornos’ of the text (Coseriu, 1987; Bronckart, 2017) are
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understood as starting points (or starting data). The working hypothesis therefore
resists such "pragmatic enrichment” by countering it with the importance of linguistic
formulation - to include implicit formulations - as a resource of appropriateness (in
terms of social activity and text genre / genre exemplar).

A significant part of the proposed work is based on conceptual and theoretical
reflection, according to the questions posed. In order to support (confirm or refute) the
working hypothesis, we will resort to the analysis of texts of different genres (among
others, the informal conversation and the poem). Methodologically, it is assumed the
interest of using different textual/genre examples (instead of an eventual work with
corpus), admitting the epistemological validity of exemplarity and singularity (Ouellet,
1989; Passeron & Revel, 2005).
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