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1. FC®HIC

FEBIT.HY 71 A% (neo-Gricean) & ENBEH A, Grice DEHAMDLEN S,
T D MFEh 3 (A#A%) P (preferred interpretation)] MED X ST L TE
HFHENZZNIZNIZONT, EHBECERR. 6. EHMINBROBELZEH
LEBTHD. 751 AFEREFEEIN DML, M, 751 A% (pro-Gricean) &
2N % THE B (Relevance Theory)l EFDOEMICAER BV ERYE, EBH,
REFT TR T bR RTVS, BEICLHB LS. HORLFR,
Grice AFE. £ @ R (implicature)] & L TOREWICEMABEENSZ &AM aho
7z. T—R&{t & /=258 D HEE(generalized conversational implicature: PAF GCI)J A3 &
DEICEAHENEMEVOSHBETHS. Thicid. BEEEERYN. cCl ZHET
id72 <. TFEBE(explicature)] ELTHRIEVSIHFBMZITEILTEI L TWBEI L
ANDRBEVIBHRBEVWAEFENTWS, 51T, Levinson & Laurence Horn @ HEE
KHTEEAAICDODRESREZRTITNELEDNR S,

=9, AEOHRBLUTOEITSH 5.
Chapter 1  On the Notion of a Generalized Conversational Implicature

1.0 The Argument

1.1. Grice’s Program

1.2 Three layers versus Two in the Theory of Communication

1.3 The Argument from Design: The Maxims as Heuristics

1.4 The Typology of GCIs

1.5 Non-monotonicity and Default Reasoning

1.6 Against Reduction of GCIs to Nonce Speaker-Meaning

1.7 Generalized Implicature and Stable Patterns Lexicalization
1.8 Conclusions

Chapter 2 The Phenomena
2.1 Introduction
2.2 The Q Principle
2.3 Exploring I-Inferences
2.4  M-Implicatures and Horn’s Division of Labor
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2.5 The Joint Effect of Q-, I- and M-Implicatures

Chapter 3 Generalized Conversational Imnplicature and the Semantics/Pragmatics Interface
3.1 Background
3.2 Received View: Semantics as Input to Pragmaitcs
3.3 Intrusive Constructions
3.4 The Argument from Reference
3.5 Some Implications
3.6 Conclusions

Chapter 4 Grammar and Implicature: Sentential Anaphora Reexamined
4.1 Grammar and Implicature
4.2 Implicature and Coreference
4.3 Binding Theory and Pragmatics
4.4 The B-then-A Account: Synthesis of the A-First and B-First Accounts
4.5 Conclusions

Chapter 5 Epilogue
5.1 Predictive Power of the Theory of GCIs
5.2 Presumptive Inference and General Reasoning
5.3 Role of GClIs in Linguistic Theory

B1ETIE, GaAVBERERHAROPTELLEINEONITONT, T332y
—a YyBEBWicB A, FOR RS E(euristics)& U TOHAL, EOHER LS
LToZut GENit - 774 ) ME#R), 5ic 6o 2# 58w LoERE (Q 1,
M-Principle) 72 &4, e Bl ER BRI NTHESNTWS., H2ETRE, B
KEICGCIZ D ERKRART—INAHEIN TS, T THBEICARSDIX.Q RH.
IRE, MABOEEBEFTH S, Levinson IZE N, TOEEEMIT. Q>M>1 &
nNTtwns, H38R, AFORT, BEHRNICBEDEELEDNSETHS., XK. &
Aaiid, Bl hE L THDNTE/Z(The output of semantics is the input of
pragmatics. (Gazdar 1979)). 2% 0. M & .

(1) Pragmatics= Utterance Meaning — Truth Conditional Meaning (i i ifi =5 O &
e — EELMARER  EEWR) (Gazdar 1979; Levinson 1983)

EENTWEDTH o7, LML, Levinson &, Levinson(1983)E & D RMEEEL .
[GCI A58 7% O HE M 4= £ (truth condition)ICEHMK 35 ) & L. EW%wiICH I 2HAmO
2 A (pragmatic intrusion)] EWIHLWAEMERRL T3, ZThid, HEEHEEO,
EHHNHERNERSMLICEM TS, 2FE0, REEHEMTIEVIRBE—RARFEL
EIKRABMELAKLWL, LirL, Levinson id. JEMICIE, ERGZEZEEICTS
VBER->TWADTHS, BMEEEGO. EhmE/NS< LT, EHBRERELST
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BZAUBER, KELRALDZIELIZhED, H4ERE, HKEHKIBEHROBMDOIZDON
TR~ TW5, Chomsky(1981)PD H ¥ Hi(Binding theory) D H 4 # (binding condition)
B, KBEHERTIERLS, ThEboLblFEND (HRAL) BREZEEXATWVWS DR,
GClITHBELTWSE, EEL., ZOEOHFEEXOFRIZTIANRIZON, BL
N5, FSEIL, GCOOFHERMOFTORFMITOVWTHERTWS,

AFTH, EELT, B1L23BOERDVTRTVSZEKTT %,

2. GCIIZDWWT
2.1. GCI &(Z

E<HBENT S EDIT, Grice(1975, 1989)1%. HFEDO EHK % . whatissaid (Fhh
TWai4) & what is implicated (EBRETNTWBESD) Tz, TOHRT, #fiE
TN TWaSE A%, BHH B (conventional) & £ 7 (conversationa)IZ . T 512, £
HEHREREZ, REO2TFAMRESHEW T—8{L TNl 25 DO F(generalized
conversational implicature: GCI)J EBHED A FF A MDOHRTEL 2 HEMEEFOD
£ % (particularized conversational implicature: PCI)IZ 4 7=,

(1)
Genera and species of meaning,,

TOTAL SIGNIFICATION of an utterance
what is SAID what is IMPLICATED
CONVENTIONALLY CONVERSATIONALLY

GENERALIZED
PARTICULARIZED | .00 2000: 13)

FZE RDOR)B)D AZHT 2 B @REIFFIE, PCI TId It must be late’ & ‘Perhaps John has
alrcady lefU ZHERE S B M. GCI O L )L T, [ U Not all of the guests are already
leaving' RS 5 &Ik 3,

(2) Context 1

A: “What time is it?” B: “Some of the guests are already leaving.”
PCI: ‘It must be late.’

GCI: ‘Not all of the guests are already leaving.’
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(3) Context 2
A: “Where is John?” B: “Some of the guests are already leaving.”
PCI: ‘Perhaps John has already left.’

GCI: “Not all of the guests are already leaving.’
SR, WOPLIKALAEEAD a ZH 27X TH, GABRLZDZBDLH D,

(4) “I saw a woman in my office.”

GCI: ‘I saw someone other than my wife/girlfriend/mother/ete.” (Q HEE)
(5) “Icuta finger.”

GCI: ‘I cut my finger.” (1 #E3) !

Levinson &, (2)3)(4)® GCI I&, Grice DROHFRD —FH ERIN LR 0 OFH %
k), DD BAXBOFE#HERRE] »6. (FENUELRBRXTHEMLEETT
HDN, BRTVWAVWDT) TENLULBYEYTRESRBRWILZRRDHERERTHS. fi
Z1E, (2)3)Tid some & 013 all B3< . (AT a X0 the (ZDBAE. my wife s
EOERR) OAMNEL, Zi % Horn RE (Horn scale) THE 2 &, <5, W> (5 3 iFH
BOBWER, WHBWERE) 055, WEHEHTBILICE>TSRRIZLAWT
EEBRBEFETH 5. Levinson [FZOHEE Q HEI &IFET, Horn(1984, 1989)
DF D Q-based implicature ZIFIEXFETH 5.

G)RESITHAIM, ZHIX. Grice DEOKRED _EH EREhTWaELUED
BHRIZES ). D2EVHFBELFOMLLSZAE, (NERENNEOERTTERS) T &
BEUETHIN, HMEFOMUNEETAE, 26 TELILEFE<O (FEMAR, M
Bpi) WHREFEHT) ZEMNBELERE>TL S, Levinson RIHEZHERED
Informativeness 2 5 & o7 T1#E] &L TWS, T, Horn(1984, 1989) Tk, B
& O # % (Maxim of Relation)? 5 @ R-based implicature &I {XN %, Horn(1984)13, =
RENeU LoE@REZR~ANE, YEHOFECHERORWEMZEDB I EITRD,
BIROEBENS COHENRELHEEITNS,

MEG)DEEWEE X THE D, 1slept on a boat/in a car yesterday. &5 D &, (4)EH
Lok, T20oR—MEBIROTIEARWV] EWS Q #EMRXELS., ZhiZ. on my
boat/in my car EFAETATLDIZ, HA T, FWHD aboat/acar EB2/ZLD, W
HTREEWEWSHRAH< LD THS. —H. (5)% 1cut my finger.ETHEES 7
5TH3 95 M. Hom(198H)IZ L NI, ThTH, Bhici3iEN—FLhrnwI &z,
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QBN TV, FORD, BUWHD a finger THMWH D my finger ZHERMET 5 1
HEENR@H Z&iciasd, Homid, —EHLUT. Horn REASAFERENS (S8 W EfH
I EBEnai)T3) BAR, QHEBRNELZLEBATHY., TOLEF, Q#EER
1 #6#F (Horn TlE. R-based implicature) IZH%ET 5, LoL. BAROFEF#RE. B/
ROYEZDHOZELNE > TVRREVWEIARFHE, QERID IEENEXRTEHEZ
N5 (Levinson DBRITOVTIR, UTFEEH).

Levinson DIEBT 565 —D0OHEE (MEE) 24 THES,

(6) a. Bill stopped the car. (I HEFS>HHEICBRTT V—FZHATHEEZ ED)
b. Bill caused the car to stop. (M HEES>BERICT L —FZ2HAT, HETEZW
IE®»HZELE)
(7) The corners of Sue’s lips turned slightly upward. (M fEE > A —IXEMIZE D &
EoTRWwihoik)

M HEER, (MER YETRVEFRORBEEZAVD L, HFETRWREZRRS)
ZE&ENI, MHEED M I Grice D [HREE D% % (Maxims of Manner)] W B3R TS,
BEOHBLE, BB, (REOHKIZRDE] EW5BBTHH, M HERIN
ZRoHETRL, TRk, FEREOZLZBTWS., Horn(1984, 1989: 197ff)
TH. ChHEQ#ENEEMR LB TnS, Thbb, EROXHITERD
FEHTRAEWIERARD, BEEORRAPEASH AP SEBREBATWD I LR
Do

LLE, Q#E., 1#E. MEBZA T/, T, Levinson TN 5 % Grice DEE
(maxims)EF U LD RXEATVWHDOTHA5H. £, INHOEEOEEMAIZ E
STHAHIM,

2.2. The Maxims as Heuristics
Levinson . Grice DX 910, MEZFLFOFBHM@TIEAL. THEOR R AL
(heuristics)] EFEATWVS (HILHTF pe). UTOXIBHERSTETH S,

(8) Heuristic 1:

What isn’t said isn’t.2>Q #£E : What you do not say is not the case.

@), Q HMEEZEAHTHRTHS. TEbITVWARVLI LR, ELLARN] &0
5 Z & T, There is a blue pyramid on the red cone. (FRVWHHED EITHFWAHEN D> T
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%) WAL, “There is not a cone on the red cube.’ & A, “There is not a red pyramid on the
red cube.’ E WS HEMAIR A N 3. 2L, CofRMBFENS DI, MTE T,
block (A A) D5 T{cones, pyramids, cube}& \» 3 &t B4 (oppositions) WS B & /s
D, BETHE, MEDTT{red, blue} VI ADORNBAKREER D, TNENORR
AR 7S o T(salient) WR T NIEAR 57210, (2)3)P<all, some>E WD RETERS &,
not all BRI NS0T, some &R MR all WL SN TWRT NS0
EWS T &5,

(9) Heuristic 2:
What simply described is stereotypically exemplified.=>1 HE

O, 1HFEZEAHTHBTH S, TR &, wE8K (EREH)
plERT ] WD ZET. (5)(6a)ll#H /=%, The blue pyramid is on the red cube. (¥
WAEIR., FWLAHAEROLEIZHS) EWARE, AR AKRICEESZZONTVS,
DD, BRLHUBKNBEMNATHD I LB S, L, ZTTEERERZOR,
ThelEEMo, ZELEEA DDA LNEVEDEZVSERHENHS.

(10) Heuristic 3:

What’s said in abnormal way, isn’t normal.>M £

Qo). MEZZEABTHERTHS. HETARVIIKEbNEZ &, Y#
TRWEIRIZRS) WS HDTHS. The blues cuboid block is supported by the red
cube, (FDTWIZBHD GLABRD) HHEKE., ROILAEITE>THAGNTY
%) £ Z ., “The blues block is not, strictly, a cube’ & 7 “The blue block is not directly or
centrally or stably supported by the red cube.” & W I HEFE#FF T, @I, L AEOEHR
#%. cuboid & cube THE DM ICTH> TWB M. HBHEIX. supported by &EH
Don BEREEFOMUICR > TVEIHZEH>EHERTH D,

2.3. GCI D{B5EIRA

Horn % Levinson I\ L THUAIMASIRMEINTEL I L TH B4, Q HEE, 1 HE,
M HEOEBREBEMIZIESR>TVWEIONEVWIMERSES, ik, —RLi&ET A,
QR MEEBLIHERZ<KNOARMIZANTWVWS LS ICRAS (FLEEL£ES
THD) M6 THD, ZHIEx L Horn(1984, 1989: 177ff)iL. Division of Pragmatic Labor
(ERWNFNORE) EWI WS THRHAZMNA. Levinson X, ATFO X 37l
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TEEATWS,
(1) Q>M>1GE. #ESmLLAThE, ZMoEESEESIND W EK)

QitEE MHEER, FRLALSKRAUEBICET 2. DD, Theth, HiITD
HE (QOBERRETLAOCHE. MOBAREROHE) AKDILEBWEBRR
HHRTHA. MALLBEEMNRERTHD. TORT, QR E M HEEIL, Levinson
WX TAYSHBEW EEATNDS, 250, HUTHEVANTELOREILED -
FEBRTBIECED, HUTHHAIKEELTWANSETHS, TP A, “You
didn’t eat SOME of the cookies, you ate ALL of them." @ K D4 A ¥ BT EA A HE & /2
B, THIZHL, 1 #EZ, B0 (b20WRREELTFYO) HEMNFRNICER
s, FLEATVLAIYATH (UEK, BERN) BREFTLNVWIETTHIED,
AFEBOTIEAEV,. REE. EROHEBIZBRSELAWNSTHS. TR, &H,
QEMOAENEEENDIONZDWTH, Levinson IZHAMETIE AW, BT, L TFOX
SREFEELTNEDHTH S,

(12) It would be essential to be able to utilize the resources of the language in order to
indicate that the normal, stereotypical, rich presumptions about the world DO NOT
HOLD: and that is what ordering Q and M before I achieves. (emphasis mine)

(Levinson 2000: 40)

Horn @ (FBHBHS HOHE| KRENATVREEIK, Q. METRBAWICHIE
BT, £9, Horn RE(SS, WHO)NEFEL., S & WAHUERBKERD, B
CkdicigEE{tshAdBALEEOEATHIIE. QR I1IEELRT D, TOMDOH
i, 1 BELCBHN, EEL, BEOERBHZHAWTHRN DI, DATHEOR
HEHWAIEMAEL S, TOR, M IEECXBRIER)PSELC THEBTOM
# & % 729 (Levinson 2000: 157).

2.4. £&O
LLEZEEEDOMN, LTOXRTH S,
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(13)
Table 1.1
Diagnostics for the three types of GCI

Corresponding terminologies

Present book! 5 Q M I
Gricean maxims Ql M1 & M4 Q2
Horn’s (1984) terms Q Q R
Levinson's (1985/7) terms® Q QM I
Properties of each type
Negative inference yes yes no
Metalinguistic basis yes yes no
Contrast between
semantically strong/weak yes no N/A
synonymous surface forms no yes N/A
Within the scope of metalinguistic yes yes no
negation
Inference to stereotype no no yes
Overriding GCIs none Q QM

Levinson (2000: 41)

2.5. GCIDMIE D F LHEGRDIELE

LERTGCl & PCI DEWEMBIC A, ZOMA, YT ZERE BEEEGH O
RESBIRTHS, BEEBIATICES &, HEICBE U TIX. Horn, Levinson D H
774 A% 6C1 &, PHEERRIL PCl 2ELZOMKRICLTWS, T HIL. Levinson
BB # % ‘nonce or once-off’ (ZDWBO D, FHKD) EFATWEIIIC,
IEUNRBBLEATNIEDTH S,

Grice @ T3FH SRR ] (meaning,,: nonnatural meaning)ld, BIHE#EH T, ¥
BEAT, FELVBELYRT, TERBEFEN] (ostensive)EWIHIEETEEINTW
B.CDOZLR . REOEREZEXATHIEE, TR DO KFEDE%(a level of sentence
meaning)) 75 A [ L F D EM(a level of speaker meaning)) ZMXFENED L S I
MIB2PIRERZBEVWTWREEZLTENTES, Levinson X, ch % [SEEE b —
7 > DERI & IFON, B TR # i ‘nonce or once-off inferences made in actual contexts by
actual recipients with all of the rich particularities” (£ QS B AFHEZ Tz /-
KEDIATFAPT, HKEOMEF (RFOZHEE) KLoThEhaZ08BR
DiEfw) EWoTVRBLEFEATNS,

CHKAM L. Levinson i GCI &. L&D 2 DO/KT S A [RFEY 1 7D E %k
(utterance meaning)] EFEZX TS, (EFEFYA TOEK] L3, BLEFOBRZER
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FETsOTRREL, REABR—ENEOLITEDHNTVRENIIIONTO, —RK
BHECETVWEBARNR VAT YT A v IV BEROCETHEHELTWVDS
(Levinson 2000: 25). 2% 1 7 OXBEW X2 E T HREHT—RICIT D i M & Eok
ZRoTWHOTHS (FEILEHA pe).

Tid, GOl #HSBIHEDLNEROERBLOLI8HDTHS 3H. Levinson
X, 6Cl % (5 7% )b b #E (default implicature)] (— 8 ICZ4F £ N 5 2 (preferred
interpretation)) & L. £ 078 £ OHEEITE D #H L HTAAE(cancclable, defeasible) T &
5L T3S,

(14) a. Assertion: “John ate some of the cookies.”
b. Default implicature: ‘John did not eat all of the cookies.’

¢. Cancellation of b: “John ate some of the cookies. In fact he ate all of them.’

T, COMOELTEEEZIEIVIBOTHSI N, K, ARMNH5HHS
HEEsbEic, ReiCERZER TSI, TAAEHT) OMNRR pe., BER
% pe) ERELTWBEEZSNS, BEB A, TITLEER> TLEDHEMOEER
£ 3 1, Levinson 2 FOHE% L 5 X T, GCI I non-monotonic (FEEFME) (HEE (L
E 2002)THBEEATVS, AIZE, KOASHD LI, TBRRER] T L0k
EHBEATHID,

(15) birds(a): M flies(a) cf) a:MB
flies(a) B

(e & BRX. MBI BABEAAE & —HT 5 &S HK)

(15)® cf)d— ML T 7 + )V FOBAZBRRESOT, THL a b F(true) T, B HIBE
AME(F—FR—2)E—BTERE, BEHEEX] LVWITLTHB. (15)KHT
FH5E, THL a HETEARIEVWIBABRELADI LS, a EREEBAET L,
EEL, RAERABEEBRNT] &3, bE3A, BRAEREBNVE (R2F >
BE)VDEELH->THEND . FOEEE, COBEEIIHRS S WIEIEEEN S, Levinson
V3. (14)® some At notall Z Q EETHHABEACHERLLEA TS,

(16) ¢ (some): M( @ (not all))
@ (not all) (@ {EE DX 7 L — L(sentence frame) & T 5)

LLAGDHEMMELWETHE, —BIZQEBBROLIIKHEL I LNTE S,
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(17) ¢ (WEAK): M( @ (not STRONGY))
@ (not STRONG)

EE. BEZOIZ, BREEZ2E0 e (WA some) E82T, TN NVWEHZE
Ta@lxid not al) VWS BEREEE KT E2ONEINTHS, bbBARL O
DHEAEFEIEAEHLTUDEBLDTHO, T not STRONG (not all) &\ I I #s 43
Abh<hhid,. A TR TRASARV. TORNXEBMTESIICLTH., B
LT, #147ELT. F7A4IMRIRARL . not STRONG WS BAIMEZH > T
WEDTHAEIMEVSHEENE LTS, QEERIIDODVWTR, UFTRRE LI I,
PIEHEREDENAN S, BMLLWERAHD, SBROBRORENE NS,

Hmic3, L<HSENTWDBXLSIT, ¥ (deduction). W #(induction), R B E
(abduction)?: A3 U, Levinson &, BIHMEIEGBA T 714 AMIZED & pCl U R
ELTREBWC EICEMZEL, ToBRO#mPHEEE SEkNlk) 042 ThsZ
EMB, Eﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁ@?ﬁﬁé monotonic (BFAtE) b OTHAEHHUL TS,
L. lBE@o2)ZSRx Nz,

3. BEBADERARDRA (Pragmatic Intrusion)

Eift L7z & 912 Levinson 1. &F T. [GCI 1T 5 D EFES #F (truth condition) IZ B #k
T5] EFBUMERHBLTVS., Zhi, BAGNEKR=RZFOERN - REFHFENE
Bl &L TWRE Levinson(1983) DU EE KECELEZALHDOTH S, TNICE, BHEH
B DOERE (explicature)lC N T DUBEWRHEC T DL VI ERMN I 05, HEER
# Tl GCI 2 H#EE (implicature) TR <, HEiXZE E (explicature) Td 5 (Carston 1988,
2003)EENTH Y. FEE. Carston(2002)72 £ T, Levinson IZH T At H AT hTW
2LIATHD, MEHEEKTIE., B, ()—F/L (disambiguation). (i) k7 2
(saturation). (iii) & H B {t(free enrichment)., (iv)7 By ZMEHEE L NS 4 DO HHE
THRINTHEY, shehd, EEEHCEB TS EaNS (BEL <. BN E02),
Carston(2002)2 ZH8). T4, Levinson DB EAMEBET, /MDD EKMTD -
T.HBARICKERNZEATNS I LIT/IES. Levinson 13, THEHDILHEEMS.

BOEATIE, AEDOHE 3 BICFLIBRENTVEIXIIK, and DEKRZE | #E
T and then IZ B {E(enrich) LT, Z£® LT, (and 25 L) =D DX ZEH A better than
EXOEBHENHBTES LEND . some B notall Z QHETHIHEHBALTH S,

(18) “Driving home and drinking three beers is better than drinking three beers and
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driving home.”
1 B TEAL T 723 : ‘Driving home and then drinking three beers is better than
drinking three beers and then driving home.’

(19) “Eating some of the cookies is better than eating all of them.”

(20) ?”Being a bachelor is better than being an unmarried person.”

(18)id, and % and then & & 54 THE, SAOEBEMAHE TEAL, 19)LEKT
H5., bL, BRBHICHAZOXHZ B> TLBLQ0)DEIICFELBE WD UK
mEND, ZDE DL better than XX DFTLE L. Grice A1 What is said & What is implicated
ERQUTEALYELASEMINTVELDITH S, DED, Grice 1, HEEBIC
What is said DERAZ W T, HEENHE TESEFBEATWEEEDN, £375 &,
and OERICHBMENHF CEL2BKRZ2ERIIRORThER LS, L&A,
HBEOMAZHBBCHFES TED EEXTDY, Grice D 2 4 HE T, HEFEIZ What is said
DECHFEINDZILOTHO. EXEHBEHSRE SL Y What is said ICHEEE TSR
LT, REEZHRFEL T, Whatissaid £ §20 T, BR#@ICKDboTLESELED
DA, WHKNPEHHUENTELEIATH5D. Levinson & TN E Grice’s Circle (7 F
1 AQOER®) LFF, TOMPAHBEELT, HEEOPTD, G DA ERBMEICH
MTELDDELE. AERS, GCIITE, FAMMIC, WO TS, METE2a—
FRHE2MNETH S,

ZOIA—EMHEZMES MM, BMEEERORBEOMELRES<BEVEZRES (I
E 2002). BA(2002)1E. [Carston(2002)id and & not I D2WTENENMIL L L&
TT, BNOERBEMHEFL, BLENBELIS ELEMENE (RE) ~Wik3
EODETEIZTFECARL—2arLTaES)] LIBRRTVEH, TOERIZHD
Dix. BHEEEWSHEENLT -2THDO., B WL Al A (cancelability) D 7k &£,
4 DBEEIZHNET S, HEEUTHEFRLTWSELSITELELGNS,

RBEIIMTEIRAAZELOREDIRDE21)THS (Levinson DZDRIZHTEHR
FO#FNT DWW T, Carston(2002 Ch. 2)ZZ ), £7z, Levinson @ pragmatic intrusion
DERFEELDEON, 22)ORKXTH 5. Levinson B, T THEHBOEKZ
presemantic & postsemantic 1243V, presemantic @ HEl# GCl KEOETW S,
postsemantic 21X, KO T A OZ—72ED tropes FFHO TN, TOHEWIZTDW
TREFRE RN,
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(21)

Table 3.1
Terminologies in the domain between “what is said” and “what is implicated”
Deictic &

Semantic reference | Minimal Enriched Additional
Author Representation | resolution | proposition | proposition | propositions
Grice 1989 “What is said” “Implicatare”
Sperber & “Semantics” “Explicature” “Implicature”™
Wilson 1986
Carston 1988 | “Semantics” “Explicature” “Implicature”

“What is said”

Recanati 1989 “What is said”

“Sentence “Explicature”

meaning"
Levinson “What is said”
1988b

“The coded” “Implicature™
Bach 1994 “What is said” \ “Impliciture” | “Implicature”

Levinson(2000: 195)
(22)
COMPOSITIONAL SEMANTICS INDEXICAL PRAGMATICS

Quiput; Semanlic Representations

GRICEAN PRAGMATICS |
sisambiguation, fixing ref :
generality-nammowing, ete,

|

SEMANTIC INTERPRETATION
model-theoretic interpretation

Quiput: sent ling, proposition exf

GRICEAN PRAGMATICS 2
indirection, irony and tropes, ctc.

!
v
Qutput: speaker-meaning, proposition meant by speaker
Figure 3.2

Presemantic and postsemantic pragmatics

(Levinson 2000: 188)
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4. BAEMEIEFA S DL

Levinson 3. BAEMEEM % Reductionist (Hi/hEJ/E) EEATWSAY, and then 72
EOHXOHABMREDOHBEE T T GCI THML LD L L7HE. Carston(2003,
forthcoming)? 5 O F 2L B RICE TS,

(24) a. If each side in soccer game got three goals, then the game was draw.
b. If each side in the soccer game got exactly three goals, then the game was draw.
(25) a. Because police have recovered some of the gold, they will no doubt recovered
the lot.
b. Because the police have recovered some buf not all of the gold, they will no

doubt recover the lot.

Levinson(2000: 213-14)k&, “the truth conditions of the whole expression depend on some of
its constituent parts” DR, WX LEOEHMIE, TOHRFOHRBEETRESELTY
%, DFED. (24a)D three [ TEBRFMHITII at least three DEHK TdH 548, GCl TENLL
EThHWENS Q HEE(at most three)MEHNTHBH, £2EELTH, 25)OL I
exactly three DFHEAICR B, TNRZETLLTHAD T, F—LW3|ENTIKEZE VD
ifHEEOEBENREENS. (252)b EEK T, some A% some but notall ~ELENT
Lir, EEOEBENRESRL,

CCETREVOTHZA, ACEXDfHTH PCIOBEKETICEES Z &ITk
% & Carston 12 E 2.

(26) Premise 1: If someone leaves a manhole cover off and you break your leg, you can
sue them.
Premise 2: Someone left a manhole cover off and Meg broke her leg.

Conclusion: Meg can sue them.

Premise 1 & Premise 2 70 5, FAEKIC. & E X (modus ponens) Z il > Tht&; & w3 5
DI, £2<ELW, EZ3%, Levinson MIZBFI &, ZOHERBIEBNLWETTH
%5, D%V, Premise 1 & Premise 2 QHBENR> TS H57DTH 5. Premise 1 13
CHERHEFRLL fHiTHHOT, HHEEEIRE>TVWAHRTTH S, & 54 Premise
2OHEBEERRESTIEBEDETETCHZ2. TINE. RMERHF>TL 20 Levinson
MIZEABEBMLWI EIZ/ED, & Carston B# P L TWB, 727, Premise 1 T GCI
HREBRLTWATHAIM, £z, Premise 1 REHEEER T, HEMEORTTH
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%, HEERIET, COLIICHHOHEAR. BELEMRELTWBETT, REAY
FANGNZHIRELTH, ERECHEELTWLONEINEBERTH 3.
QEEBRIEICELTVWHDOTHSIM, LI BWA, Grice L3k, HIZBbhTW
%. Carston (1995: 220)&H I TW 5, Green(1995: 9697 DHl &£ HTH LD, ?

(27) B: Are some of your friends Buddhist?

A: Yes, some of them are,

Green id. #iLF AR TKZEOELENAHETIHZWV) L8> TWT, someof 2>
TWBERBTVYhABNWEL TS, ZEX. 2RAMARETH>TH, HAT, L&
ZHHMIZE U S groupie EE BN KL FeVa R S, some of & REEDIE VA Z 5
ohbLlhiweElxTng,

Carston 2. TNEDHZEH T, BEHEMEEROWRIT (1995 FROBEEEIC L ZBAZE
MATWBL, £EHEH GCLI Grice @ THMOFHI) DERBLEITHD, BILAD
WELEZATS B3 LZ2HBELTHZEDTWVS, [2F]  TEBL<N
(diffidence)] 13 FE 7z gC1 LIFMD &S A HFELAThiTRs/0n, £k, 8212, GCI
M= TR AELFTITELTCOHERMSLEL DHEE L Levinson LB T TS
RNEETHS, Wb, ¥4 7 &L THEHEB (potential) I A [H A A Tl 2 HEM 72 &
Lics, @40ETEOREALIOMNI, BEMBETHD, RxOFHEHMOF
Hs, HHEnoRl (Fi, SHicksiBekh) 20, rhdbnwiinoOE
AT RTHERSAVWHETHSZ ERDNS,

5. BHYIC

Z@DX DI, Levinson i GCl DEAMEZBRAML 25, RALEHEFEZHBAL X
HELTWS, BFILEI4ETHE, BHRORBRANODBAEZVWIBANSBESNT
BN, SEEREFCEILERTHS. ZOEHSORHICTDOWTIE. Capone(2001)
FBEHEINEW, £, BERHECERAAOMS XIcEL T, MEEEERN S 08I
Carston(2002)2 S BE Nz, &P, TED Presumptive Meanings T 5 4%, Levinson
i, GCAIZEHTE>TWAXSIKEbN S, THWKNER, HEEHEK] B ENRE
ELTHEALNDH, GClEDHDOMHEM ., HEE L D, preferred & 5 WK default B 7%
HRELTREEINTWS 2D, YRELLEKI LWS K5 RERBEVIEARSND
Lhizn,
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*AEROEMRICE o T, WIfEr s (BERBRESHR), BEBEEE (UdMmifREH
#), hREELE (BMEAEBRKEHR) CXH2THEBENRRETL, BMTHEEEbIT, Tk
BERIARTHECHZILEBHOLTEERL N,

1. QEFBELIHBOMBICDOVTIE, &iE, SHMRX. PRHAEXESRINLL,

2. TOM. three R EDEFEE LKL LRI, Levinson bEWOHLEEZRH L TN S,

&

Capone, A. 2001. “Review: Presumptive Meanings. By Stephen C. Levinson. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press, 2000. Pp. xxiii, 480.” Language 77:3, 578-580.

Carston, R. 1988. “Implicature, Explicature, and truth-theoretic Semantics.” In R. Kempson
(ed.) Mental representations: The Interface between Language and Reality. 155-181.
Cambridge: Cambridge Universily Press.

Carston, R. 1995, “Informativeness, Relevance and Scalar Implicature.” In R. Carston and S.
Uchida (eds.) Relevance theory: Applications and Implications. 179-236. Amsterdam:
John Benjamins. |

Carston, R. 2002. Thoughts and Utterances: The Pragmatics of Explicit Communication.
Oxford: Blackwell.

Carston, R. 2003 forthcoming. “Relevance Theory and the Saying/Implicating Distinction.”
In L. Horn and G. Ward (eds.) Handbook of Pragmatics. Oxford: Blackwell.

hitp://www.phon.ucl.ac.uk/home/robyn/home.htm

Gazdar, G. 1979. Pragmatics: Implicature, Presupposition, and Logical Form. New York:
Academic Press.

Green, M. 1995. “Quantity, Volubility, and Some Varietues of Discourse.” Linguistics and
Philosophy 18, 83-112.

Horn, L. 1984. “Toward a new Taxonomy for Pragmatic inference: Q-based and R-based
Implicature.” In D. Shiffrin (ed.) Meaning, Form and Use in Context: Linguistic
Applications. 11-42. Washington DC.: Georgetown University Press.

Hron, L. 1989. A Natural History of Negation. Chicago: the Universily of Chicago Press.

WEME 2002. (GCl 2> T—HI/ I AEREBEEUMHOLLEK—) [Ty
Fh & TTANT 2 2002 (Program & Abstracts2002) ] HAEGFHMFE W S
BRI >HRIT AL,

=T~



£ T

Grice, P. 1975. “Logic and Conversation.” In P. Cole and J. Morgan (eds.) Syntax and
Semantics 3: Speech Acts. 41-58. New York: Academic Press.

Grice, P. 1989. Studies in the Way of Words. Cambridge, MA.: Harvard University Press.

Levinson, S.C. 1983. Pragmatics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

RWET. 2002. SN SBEEHERG) FREROBREERE [FEFEHFFI 2002 F
7 A% (Vol. CXLVIIL, No.4) . 36-37(240-241).

e e



