
Paul Grice conversation-

al implicature
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1 the co-operative principle

make your contribution such as is required, at

the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted pur-

pose or direction of the talk exchange in which

you are engaged. Levinson 1983

2 the four maxims of conversa-

tion

a. the maxim of Quality

try to make your contribution one that is true,

specifically:

i do not say what you believe to be false

ii do not say that for which you lack adequate

evidence

b. the maxim of Quantity

i make your contribution as informative as is

required for the current purposes of the

exchange

ii do not make your contribution more infor-

mative than is required

c. the maxim of Relevance

make your contributions relevant

d. the maxim of Manner

be perspicuous, and specifically:

i avoid obscurity

ii avoid ambiguity

iii be brief

iv be orderly Levinson 1983

1 2

Leech 1983
politeness principle

maxims of polite-

ness

3 a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f.  

Leech 1983

Leech 1983
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a f

4 a

b c d

4

a. Thank you.

b. Danke.

c. 

d. 

“Thank you.”

“Danke.”

“No. Thank

you.” “Danke.

Bitte.” bitte

please

“Thank you.”

“Danke.” “Thank you.” “No.

Thank you.”

Leech

Leech

f 2003

Leech
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5
→ / 

→ /

6
/

5 6

5 6

1
2

1

2
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1 2

1900

Sperber & Wilson 1986
Blakemore 1992 Carston 2002
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Zegarac 2002 f 2004

1

2
Leech

1

2
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Sperber & Wilson

1986

7 8

7

8
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10

Blakemore

1992

‘p →
q’ explicature

‘p’

‘q’

‘p’ ‘q’

‘p → q’
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‘p → q’

9
10 11

9

10
11

11

activation

Jackendoff 1987
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even if even though

Kjellmer 1989
OED 12

13 Kjellmer 12 13 i f

though

12 Even if verbally he is politeness itself, such

a...

13 ...facade of the Natural History Museum, awe-

some, even if it cannot be said to relate very

closely to...

if

even

even

even ‘-p

→ q’

‘p → q’

‘q’

f 1991
even though

though

‘p’ ‘q’

‘q’

‘p’ even though

even if

even if

even though

10

12 13
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Recanati 2004

14 15

14

Recanati 2004

15

Recanati 2004

Recanati

contextual sense

Recanati

semantic sense

underdetemi-

nacy Carston 2002

199



1

2
3

11

: 

: implicature

conventional implicature

non-conversational implicature

: 

: 
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: 

: 

: 

a

a’

: 

: 

: 

201



10: 

11: f 2004

Atlas, J. D. 2005. Logic, Meaning, and Conversation:

Semantical Underdeterminacy, Implicature, and Their

Interface. Oxford University Press.

Blakemore, D. 1992. Understanding Utterances: An

Introduction to Pragmatics. Oxford: Blackwell.

f

.

Blakemore, D. and Carston, R. 1999. “The pragmatics of

and -conjunctions: the non-narrative cases.” UCL

Working Papers in Linguistics 11, 1-20.

Carston, R. 1998. Pragmatics and the Explicit-implicit

Distinction. PhD thesis, University College London.

Carston, R. 2002. Thoughts and Utterances: The Pragmatics

of Explicit Communication. Oxford: Blackwell.

Jackendoff, R. 1987. Consciousness and the Computational

Mind.  MIT Press.

Kjellmer, Goran 1989. “Even if and even though.” English

Studies 70.3, 256-269.

Leech, J. 1983. Principles of Pragmatics. Longman.

.

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

Press.

Recanati, F. 2004. Literal Meaning. Cambridge University

Press.

Sperber, D. 2000. “Metarepresentations in an evolutionary

perspective” in Dan Sperber ed. Metarepresentations: A

Multidisciplinary Perspective. Oxford University Press,

2000, 117-137.

202

f



Sperber, D. and Wilson, D. 1986. Relevance. Oxford:

Blackwell.

.

f 1991. “Even if conditionals: even and its relation-

ship to the consequent.” Osaka Literary Review, 30, 116-

25. 

f 2003. 

36
44 , 77-91.

f 2004. 

605-616.  

. .

Zegarac, V. 2002. “Pragmatics as Social Science.”

Gakushuin University Workshop

.

203



204


