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Abstract

This study aims to clarify some important notions on pragmatics in detail through the
literature on pragmatics because the grasp of the notions would be essential for the fu-
ture study on pragmatics.

So this study comprises the definition and realm of pragmatics(2.1), performatives and
three kinds of acts (2.2)s speech act conditions and indirect speech acts (2.3), conversa-
tional implicature(2.4), and performative analysis and conversational postulates(2.5).

As a conclusion, it is proposed that the polite principle, apart from the well-known
least effort principle(e. g. Grice’s Maxim of Quantity), would be helpful to explain the
pragmatic phenomena. And, pragmatics cannot be reduced to rule, but at least through
such techniques of analysis as are suggested by Grice’s notion of conversational implica-
ture, we can partially explain aspects of language behaviour which would otherwise seem

perplexing and haphazard.
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I. M £

3H-8-E(pragmatics) & olo maizb 7 A& Y BAE @ Fale defo] Eolet, o] whe
9 oleet=lq]l Charles Morris(1938)7F 7 37F el E 4 oFAF-S- +4F&(syntax), 2] u] E(se-
mantics) 3t s}-8-2(pragmatics) 0.z %2 A A MIRA 28 Ay mgol A= d A
T el AEL AR 0w S2A S A4 5 (communication)s) LA ool -y
v A2 dei Hq . le ¥ A3 AL g e A A7 “Z (prematurity) s} 41 3
A +7+5-4 (principled impossibility) o 2 g oFx) T e} Chomsky( 1972)4 LA E ‘i) o]
TIHRE 9u)g} ojejaja s st THL & 444 AT = ook akx) gk o}x.L oele 3
A (form) —& Bal2_q) 47 $4¢ FALY 2 ZF&3k gy

There is, of course, no doubt that language is designed for use. The study of language
form will ultimately find its place in a broader framework that will incorporate considera-
tions of meaning and use, just as the study of grammer will ultimately find its place in a rich-
er investigation of how knowledge of language is acquired. (Chomsky 1972: 119)

Chomsky?] o]& &z ] 53 (competence )=+ fdﬂﬁﬁg(performance)ﬁ TEoll4 <z
(grammar)] o 4+-& A2}q] Aol sl Al 7 e Sz do4hE %, 34d8 Fxhq o4
P A2 2elste aArt EW L 99 toz wolugr 29 olejo] Bell A W Egc), &7
1Y EHeA YR Loks Aag Katzs}  Fodor(1963)& Chomskye] - kol oo 2}-4qj
W3k o] B3 L A5 E7H5deE A gt 2ol 2y etAl ddskw 9ok

But a complete theory of this kind is not possible in principle; for to satisfy the above
necessary condition it would be required that the theory represent ALL the knowledge speak-
ers have about the world. (p. 178)

TV 19609 A Foukel] o} A RE 542 A A5 Hxs} gepxg Hew 28 u
F& ER2 AL wkz L. Austin( 1962), J.R.Searle(1969) H. P. Grice(1975) %-9] ole] A ez} o}
LES FHeld A4 @ =Fojgc). om0 Aol 24 4 (systematic)o] ) AT 4e] F
IEE THL 4 9o JFAq IateF A o] oL yrr A AME whe(rule go-
verne)Ad £ kel 29 A gujoAgy THAAAE d5dee e BT},

olsk @& w3o] Ross, Lakoff % B4 EAEL A5 o ALY 33d e 2o £l
A4 2RAAE Qo] 284 g A7 =e] 19708 ) o] Zo) 4 &2 24 =8 x
et

Lol 2 S48 244 B e BT ow geAm gx i e ol
& dejdtA e 2992 5g A da oo Aty AFEE FEgoer gy .
e QA S4E T o4 A2 Fo FED 9t A 2.
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JgEAT 3
22w AF7HAY 2EE AT oA Fat dLE A Md-E AUe] shete] Hows o
229 gE AT Eae] Haxt 2470, 2eb4 Eae Fo 8-S 318 H(2:1) 4
g ubsl-F-(performatives) s+ Al F72 3§91(2-2) 3t ¢ =24 (speech act conditions)s 7+%] 3-8
(indirect speech act) (2:3) 3| 3}4+9 §+3=(conversational implicature) (2-4) 23 ksl 24
(performative analysis)s} 3]3}4+¢] FF(conversational postulates)(2:5) S-o]=, o] 59 7d 2@

WgE 2 Fa A4 g =% 58 Agdvdste d4¢& skl

I. =

1. 3t88°| He| ¥ o d74dEY

3Hg-Eo] Fool vk sy EAlE 4 A1 5Ee) Ml Fokql EAFE(syntax), ¢)w|E(semantics),
31-&-E(pragmatics)®] TEolA 2 =g T 4 9% Aok, 71589 AH=} Charles Morris
(1938)el] g3kl A, 71 3EL 2AAE Aolo] FAE AT 91, £, 71T A5 099
AEge] gt A, AL, o), g WLFY VAL AAL goH, A, AZEE AD o]
A9 AEsel Aot = B R4 F 5 AR B4, e, g%, F9 59 FAE sxm
ek FaLEe] F13E 7 WA G, 2P YujRo] A 59 AAERY AAE o Fujtoz Al
ulake] BB Aol AT AR Hete Ze FAE AT ow Atk

FAEAAY 71 382 ok wAake] PAE 2y olale]lme oyt gl s EEolth.  Chom~
skyq] Y YAEH & Adddel & F4AAS 37 AT T ol & £ 9 FA549 Az

T oA YulFst He9dA goreg I AAY FZELS FE ol ARNE oF k. FAlst

v AL A F4AA g3 APl ok oh] iy Folr}h. AE FAS Hx g

vl B J1 5ok AAEEZY WAl A7t o] Bolch. AP olghiz S Bt o) MY o) wgt A%
FE dAHA X o AL YuHqE 2A £ 5AA 15D Bolvk, 1A ER G A3t

< WAL d w24 gu e Rt P:l"/]-

&2 15 Al diA A Abgde] Zy FAlojoh. FAFRIL Y u) Bl AL £ vjate]
AU AL 4 dv TAE ?‘ﬁl‘ﬂ‘}i"/} 4”!"4"1%1]74131' Al A= ow alAlo]a Fale
ofdlA & gujFAE g £ dw Aolelok syl wWiEolvh. ze v Qitdel & FAllol Al AU g
vlelo] A Al el A ARSI E SAvE 2ed o TA A oA &Abel] A LR 25
Y AF gEse e 49 A9EAE W AT Y BATFA glojokul 1 s o] s
obeh. dskabd, 9wl 2 A EAlE EAAEALY Ababsh SR6] gl-gol ubale 342 Fx
& 2T sk JEA o AAE, BHE, YEET HE oM AAR byl oJolmySol
wol glet. o] &2 e BolAAY 2 Alel 276 gHA u FAHE D& Aol ok, 1 T
o AL 2 AR el wiel 2 28 -5o] o]slH of ok Fhr}.

& A EE Sl A £AEW (sentence grammar)el A2] ¢ n| 9t =l (discourse grammar)
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(1) a. Donkey means ‘ass’.
b. When Miss Trotwood said ‘Janet! Donkeys!’ she meant by this remark that Janet
was to drive the donkeys off the lawn. (Leech 1981: 320)

(1a)alAY 2wulst ‘X means Y’z (1b)djA¢ ¢ vl ‘s means Y by X2+ 3 4 gid}. &
TAETHAAY &njsb o] ] A (bivalent)o]ebd w3ty ol A9 ¢JnlE 4HA] A (trivalent)o]el &
4 92 wkE o] ArX A Lo & w|st &4 9 ulz} Ao

o7 AFxlA &9 nle FA4-& Leech(1981)& vh&3t 2ol Vel gleh.

(i) it involves the speaker’s intention to convey a certain meaning which may, or may not,
be evident from the message itself.

(ii) consequently, interpretation by the hearer of this meaning is likely to depend on con-
text; and

(iii) meaning, in this sense, is sornething which is performed.rather than something that
exists in a static way. It involves action (the speaker producing an effect on the hear-
er) and snferaction (the meaning being ‘negotiated’ between speaker and hearer on
the basis of their mutual knowledge). (p. 320)

Z 31849 oule B o EMsE oWl Ae] eheh 4= =(performed) F4<ql ol A
o), webd ARbolAl AaE Ei H4 44 (action)st Ao} A Apolo] AEHE o] A
45 74 (interaction) & 3+4-49) 85l ZTirahe Aolvk o] A& wAaA St H4EY
F 49 g vhest 28 AEE SHA ok ¥ 4 Uk &, vhg ARE AT ARl ) ol g
o) ¥4 ‘o’ eld 2R vt sEEY d9e] B 4 drke Aol

(i) 1s reference made to adressers, or (as I shall prefer to call them, ignoring the speech/
writing distinction) SPEAKERS or HEARERS?

(ii) Is reference made to the INTENTION of the speaker or the INTERPRETATION of the
hearer? )

(iii) Is reference made to CONTEXT?

(iv) Is reference made to the kind of ACT or ACTION performed by means of or by virtue
of using language? (Leech 1681: 320-321)

2. £t 8l2(Performatives)at M| 52| 842|(Three kinds of acts)

J.L. Austin-& 196213 &35l How to Do Things with Wordsd| A v}-& F A& wEA 71 W

3} 8 (utterance)e] & x4 3kg o).

A. they do not ‘describe’ or ‘report’ or constate anything at all, are nct‘true or false’; and
B. the uttering of the sentence is, or is a part of, the doing of an action, which again

would not normally be described as, or as ‘just’, saying something. (p.5)
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(2) a. 1do. (uttered at a marriage ceremony)
b. 1 name this ship the ‘Queen Elizabeth’.
c. 1 give and bequeath my watch to my brother.
d. 1 bet you sixpence it will rain tomorrow. (p.5)

atE 9 o Eg e sd A4 e AR JARAL ofd Fie AL e Aol oF
=

Vek AAlz Ackstn B9ska, fdakz, Ak B9E ske Aot Austing o] b

F{d

254 constatived] ©]-3-8ke] <3 W3lF-(performative sentence)

Egleh. o] W& FA ‘perform’ A freldlEvl 2 grle  “Udlske

t}’ (the issuing of the utterance is the performing of an action)+ Z o]+t
2 urslEe FAbA o vl A EF(statements)I FAEFARE 4l4kE] ARloz A deve A

A4 e F-28) AgEI TEds vf dE BA

Z6 A ‘performatives’ 2}
Aol vtz ANE S

(3) A: I declare that King Charles 1I was a coward.
B: That’s false.

o
oA
of
.1_,
‘F
pu R

=

(3N A BY Sxo] gvjdte vt AY FAWIES lo] obiel 2 Exbe] Wxd
WA %, “That King Charles I was a coward’ & H-As+ A 7&_‘\:}. o} 9} 7o 43 A wrgle] =
A Aol A% A (syntactic marker)t B2k 2t
(i) The subject is in the first person. (I or we)
(ii) The verb is in the simple present tense. (srate, ask, pardon, etc.)
(iii) The indirect object, if one is present, is ‘you’.

(iv) It is possible to insert the adverb ‘hereby’.
(v) The sentence is not negative, (Leech 1981: 322)

99 EA 257 o ebd Aol B (09 o Fol et
(4) T hereby declare to you my innocence.

ol Bl gk Sl wral-Fel A Faq AL 2 £ As ohek FH =y A4’ FAlelrt. Leech
(1981)%& o] 27 339 Z:Zi(speech—act condition)e] 2} B3 & F=(5)¢ 3ty =24
2 ()3 & Aol Hw o] 2 Z ol shvetE ghubslAl slwl (5)¢ 43k ‘unhappy’ =
X ‘inappropriate’ 3}Al vtz %}-9?11‘/}.

n’.

(5) Please shut the door.
(6) (i) The speaker and the addressee of this sentence are in some kind of relationship
which allows the speaker to make requests of the addressee.
(ii) The addressee is in a position where he is capable of shutting the door.

(iii) There is some particular door which the speaker has in mind and which he has
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reason to assume the addressee can identify without any further descriptive aid on
the speaker’s part,
(iv) The door in question, is, at the time of utterance, open.

(v) The speaker wants that door to become closed. (Leech 1981: 321)

Austind ‘to say something may be to do something’ o]} A | A 3=}7} shte] wrEhE

el Qo] FAlo] ob-& A7kl 39 (three kinds of acts)E <= gk A2 9o}

(i) =8 ¢ (locutionary act)
(ii) WA 9 (illocutionary act)

(iii) <13k ¢ (perlocutionary act)

29 9zt FAQME Feke 9 (act of saying something) &, FawA Bzt F

n

A

& 7bgdl o] S8k 9 (act performed in saying something)o]®], ol&kd 9 F

Fo A 435 a9 (act performed by saying something)e]t}. o B5w, ofo] s} =}
oulz & w sHA Aebaw s A o3k Ze] F3lc} Shaf.

E
=
A

tg_
ol
5

(7) I‘ll turn your light off.

ol#) EHHSE Tl turn your light off.” The £4¢ slolvh. Zalu} e = st 93
(threat) 0.2 A= =% g xakn & 4 9eh. oA0] b T4 dsloleh. = wirh o)
stz e wek vesl st %] lkdl W oholsk Akl HE 2 Aste BEF =, chels
T4 243 Ame Aol aAeleh o A5k YEL P F Aglet FEHEd 270 we

o AL A8 o velhvde WA P98 5488 284 &9 (illocutionary force)$-
AL 2 A8 wEkelke Aolvhn waEl Al F shxlsb 54 grja(ad F9)), SUT £
2 (238uA 39) Al sl ofw &3k EA 8l st EAE dsliivin & 4 9ot |
M A ZRRA 592 A Ushe] W xS gz TP FEow FAFAE AT 3

ov}. Austino] 43} uksl-F(performative)o) 2} 3+ wralE oAl = Zalu A £™o] |
73zt sl

(8) a. I promise to come tomorrow.
b. There is a bull in the field.

c. I shall come tomorrow.

(8a)t F&@ulA] &EHe] 2 Fsd P Wxslo] 9= A2 43 4slE (explicit performative)
oo, (8b)e =z FdA WahkozAe X WA f¥e] Z(warning)ql =, =}e}(boast)qlx],
ot 24 AMAFUA & 7k gleh oA FYPuksfoleln 7] Bl speech actzl -3
Aoz AFAEY WAL He et (8c)w (8a)e}: (8b)Y) F7F Fol] el A o= Austin
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ALRATF 7
o] = oAl d 23 wrElF-(implicit performative)e]2l %%l modal verbel ‘shall’ o] ok&ro]zt
£ 284 589 At S5 g
A6l A 4% 31 o v] B(speech-act semantics)¢] & 7kx FARE AT £ ook S
©he) 4] (ambiguity) & A AT w Awse EARS ojd E9T TN 299 At de A
& ofelsbA Mo s A4" S oduk: Aelgh. & $19 (8b)¢) A$- o] Bl AA AFE 4
g Wy sl Ae Axs 2ol $ekEE o dojRue 2alAtdlAle Fa(warning) 2,
fare] Aql mz el A+ ol ¥ (statement) 0 &, 0] % A FolofAle xw(boast) o2, ¥4 7]
WAL 98 (threat) 0.2 A7 A48 4 & A¢lsh. 28 A=z (felicity condition)&
Bale] A2E T3 JYH ALHL g Fad A12E T 3YFAE g HeA A
am, ek, 9% S B A4 2AL 2F TES ook &b Austind Aol F @ Fol Y+
AnkE v Abolgt 249 HgEe] gon o F5E wi=kEl %=1(1, 000014 10,0004k} )2t &
ak wroba Pok e e Sgn &S BE ool 4L oS g Folgte a4 shestAl &t
m o]t alele) BrlE A mFe] ApEAtd] Addl A EA] Fert.

tlo

=2

ol

3. 3ks2| =7 (Speech act conditions)nt 7+ &8l (Indirect speech acts)

Austin A& sl od Fol] 9lo] 7H4 F£83 AAE John R. Searle®] Speech Acts(an essay in
he philosophy of language)o]}. -Searle—% ste] ¥ A 894l ‘promise’ o] W AAF E
e 3a S9a 2HY sHud A48 AL N weFraA AFE Agdoes vl
A 498 Ade A5ad Sack A FaE 1o AL FAAo= FIAQ WIS 2
2 958 4 9es/ts AAste ¥ 9A%z T promise X eHE Fje) Uik oAl et
2 ‘GBI olslE 4 Jdxvkel Ak 2Eldke o2& sl E Awske HAkA T
g3k o] Al FT H-

F
)

b

2

A
lo

]

N1

.
o

(i) propositional content rule-in a promise an act must be predicated of the speaker and it
must be a future act-a speaker cannot promise to have done something nor promise that
someone else will do something.

(ii) preparatory rules -

(a) a promise is defective if the promiser doesn’t believe the promiseve wants it done or even
if the thing promised is something the promisee doesn‘t want done - otherwise whatever
the speaker’s intention it will act as a warning.

(b) a speaker cannot promise to do something he would be expected to doanyway - as Searle
observes any husband who promises his wife not to be unfaithful in the next week is
likely to provide more anxiety than comport.

(iii) sincerity rule - the speaker must intend to perform the action; although as Searle admits
it is in fact possible for someone to promise with no intention at all of honouring it, but
then he is abusing the procedure,

(iv) essential rule - the uttering of the words counts as the undertaking of an obligation to

perform the action. (Coulthard 1977: 23-24)

— 311 —



8 19844 471 BB K WRLHE 4196

Austin®] 2715 Searled] Abs] 3¢ o]l whsle] Ty 9o 3o 9tk Austin
= 3R] 29 o) E(intention)] 4FH Adelgti skl whal Searlel 2] A=
H3hell Wl gk 3 4 (interpretation)?] AbEoleka FAgtek. o] AL 95 (ija) o} o3z},
Searle: ‘promise’ o] ojjt WA 02 ‘request’ ‘assert’ ‘question’ ,thank’ ‘advise’ ‘warn’ 5
8 XM E shagle

Searled] 7] AT7t F2 WA 4gUE L sl JE2AL elas y AFHR Ak,
L Indiret Speech Acts(1975)e] 4] H=}r7} o} @Al 13-4 maula 39 (primary illocutionary
act), tHAl w3l Ex2bg 9uls} o] A (conveyed meaning)E A 3Ha] #A sk ke oS- o
At £AE A ske sl

(9) X: Let‘s go to the movies tonight.

Y: I have to study for an exam.

Searle (9)} Z-& Zajsta) & Al 9o} Y Skl X& Algke] vlgt A”E vebiE
Asboleta & o Y 12b4 maWA 89 (primary illocutionary act)® ‘AA’el™ £ (litera
meaning)E Ve £ ‘A% (statement) 237 TR WA 89 (secondary lliocutionary act)ehiL
T 24 2delA 1Ay 280 B985 fEaEvle 103AE AAE Aoz ¥u 2 g
ol ‘slste] HEAA, g Fi] Fo] TFHe dvkm Buk

Searle-2 of A| 4L B4 A x4 m= a3 (indirect directives or request)sl] £H ¢ W&z

t7hed A" g G4 WFe S35 FdA A 4 9o ANk ot

d

1. Sentences concerning hearer’s ability;
Can you pass the salt?
2. Sentences concerning hearer’s future action;
Will you/Are you going to pass the salt?
3. Sentences concerning speaker’s wish or want;
1 would like (you to pass) the salt.
4, Sentences concerning hcarer’s desire or willingness:
would you mind passing the salt?

Sentences concerning reasons for action;

gl

It might help if you passed the salt.
1 don’t think you salted the potatoes.
6. Sentences embedding either one of the above or explicit performative;
(therefore not really a ssparate class)
Can 1 ask you to pass the salt?
(Coulthard 1977: 25-26)

Searle> $] ¥ F A AL 27} 196900 Ak A A FaAuA &9 (directive illocutionary
acts)ell Wit HAdz2A, F, A= P48 585 A4 5 & preparatory condition, 3+x}7} 3=}
o wjel FF5& A propositional content condition, L& F=}r} F=}e] PFL Azt
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sincerity conditiong #7 7lEjZlcta Awete}. 23 A A% datad it 2 gL 7
£ AukEE ol el 4 gigle

S can make an indirect directive by:

1. either asking whether or stating that a preparatory condition concerning his ability to
do A obtains;

[ -]

either asking whether or stating that the propositional content condition obtains:

stating that the sincerity condition obtains, but not by asking whether it obtains;

- w

either stating that or asking whether there are good or overriding reasons for doing A,
except where the reason is that H wants or wishes etc., to do A, in which case he can
only ask whether H wants, wishes, etc., to do A.

(Coulthard 1977: 26)

$14 Azt Fo]Al datael] W3t 7] E(description) & 14 9 o] Ao] #A3k optiono]
A

27} o] @A ‘Can you pass the salt?’ o} ZH& whalE =34 3=t8] =i A

EAlA 2AAAE AAA = e ds AW (explanation)std 44 k. AH4 Searle A

needs some way of finding out when the utterance is just a question about his abilities
and when it is a request,
(Coulthard 1977: 26)

g 9

rlo
ol

F21 vk,

it is at this point that the general principles of conversation (together with factual
background information) come into play.
{Coulthard 1977: 26)

T H Efo] HA g AwE sk 9% Folot.
Searle?} Austin®] 5% =4l& invented examplesd] F3+A] %] AL F-7ol7l dkAul 2B

dT7k w3k o ol wivksl o AFE AHSL Luig o).
4. 3|8tAto| §t=(Conversational implicature)

Berkeley®] H3m4q]l H.P.Gricex 1.9 Logic and Conversation(1975)0) 2t =E-ol] A 3} =}
ok Axp Abol 9] slstdate] K4 4499 A AHe) TAE F 2Ty gzt gl
e Ao s Wi g3 EodA wale &9 $3(implicature)®] Ad-g 44 kel o). AR
EEhEE EE A(what is said)?h 5§ R (what is implicated) 2 2 Vel xe  Fape 4]
what is conventionally implicated¢} what is non-conventionally implicated 2 o] 2}, o]

conventional implicatures =}-&3 & 7§9-0]c}.

(10) He is an Englishman; he is, therefore, brave.
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BA(10)L ‘27F 7% AL 2ok FFqlelebe Al A & &S E5dn el
olmwj o] =& w1z whe]d] conventional meanings] & EskE Aolvt.
Grices]l A1 &£3F A non-conventional implicature & conversational implicature( 3] 3}4+¢] 3¢
2)qld], o] A& 3544 alubAql ¥ 5415 (co-operative principle)st L okee] Hhft 2L B

=

A AE(maxim)E AR S F5R 24 HA JA445E e 4R AR

QUANTITY: Give the right amount of information;: i.e.

1. Make your contribution as informative as is required.

2. Do not make your contribution more informative than is required.
QUALITY: Try to make your contribution one that is true; i.e.

1. Do not say what you believe to be false.

2. Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.
RELATION: Be relevant.
MANNER: Be perspicuous; i.e.

1. Avoid obscurity of expression.

2. Avoid ambiguity.

3. Be brief (avoid unnecessary prolixity).

4. Be orderly.

(Adapted from Grice (1975, pp. 45-6))

A% Grices] S5k Aaek shal Aol9] vBe & BAT AAE ¢ BaF FF Fu
Zd s, 95 Aol JelAx AAHT FANE Ddskelor A1, = AR FAk AqA 2
= BAge Aoloop a4H, Eao] dunisha g sk, FAdstelol WSt sbEsiete
Aolet.

aas e 36 geld Fa BALE 919 AFL AZE A4 A ¥2 2] A
oA A%l kel Aolch. vhd o EE B

(11) Dear Sir, Mr. X‘s command of English is excellent,and his attendance at tutorials has
been regular. Yours, etc.

o B (11)& AT AAAE A3k & A §F T o] ke Fehiba £ 3t A4 A=A
olck. o] MR8 BAE Ledsl k¢ AE(maxim of quantity)E ¢j713 ek L= ool Al =
Ao ok AE AFHL 9o AEelth e o] WA FALL 2 WA wAle] AR
G 9 AshE BE AR, & 24 149 P Ade] 4AA7 ehite AuE AL
SRS grke A4e AT 4 0 Aeleh 2edm BAAE T WA A debd $4
s AT 9 AL AA o] 3 L oHT AL AAR s JEAoz MY 2
2 E AAQL LAY ASE shetha webgd omd Haba%el AwAATA AT AR
Griced] A&+ & nji-Aolet.

Sl AT AEE TS A7 AA FENE AAASAE ASE AR B 2A

(12) A: 1 saw Mr.X having dinner with a woman Yesterday.
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B: Really? Does his wife know about it?
A Of course she does, She was the woman he was having dinne_r with.
(Clark and Clark 1977: 122)

1 A(12)A A B AY 3 ook E B wEH o g (13)8 AEL 994 Aoy L
Z (

e
?la Brb 28jgt ARE Aol o] fv dlF (149 & 39 338 Brt Ado
) F-o] o},

23
}:1
N
3%
N

(13) The woman Mr. X was having dinner with was not his wife.

(14) A has stated that Mr.X was having dinner with a woman. A has withheld the identity
of the woman, thereby giving less information than is desirable. Therefore A appears to
be breaking the Maxim of Quantity. But A is observing the CP, I assume. Therefore A
will not break the Maxim of Quantity unless, by doing so, he can uphold the CP at a
deeper level. This will be the case if A does not know the identity of the woman

concerned, for to specify the identity of a woman when you do not know who she is

is to break the Maxim of Quality, Therefore Adoes not know the identity of the woman.

But it is unlikely that A does not know the wife of Mr. X: therefore 1 conclude that
(13).

Gricezl 3|sh4¢] roleh o] HHHUR AL vz § (13)8F e AEL Jelad. 29z 9
(04 Foe AZF %9 A58 A4 49 A5 & Ak Brk sk vle A 71 5ao
ol A& E 3|5t Aedslk Abgte] FFAA L A Aozt HAA ﬁMl 7hsskeh. e )
¢ dst(12)e14 A4 A AEe BE sAA7EA Fb(joke) & 7+ o] v},

Kempson(1977)2 wi3}4ke] 3o digt ohal7kx 544 ohgst 7‘°] =R

(1) They are dependent on the recognition of the Co-operative Principle and its maxims.

(2) They will not be part of the lexical items in the sentence since their interpretation
depends on a prior understanding of the conventional meaning of the sentence.

(3) The implicature of an utterance will chracteristically not be the sole possible interpre-
tation of that utterance. There may well be more than one possible assumption which
will reinstate the Co-operative Principle in the face of an apparent breakage. Since
these assumptions are not explicit, they are often indeterminate.

(4) The working out of an implicature will depend on assumptions about the world which
the speaker and the hearer share. They will therefore not in general be predictable
independently of the shared assumptions particular to individual speakers and hearers.

(5) They are cancellable. That is, an interpretation which is not part of the conventional
meaning of the utterance can be explicitly denied without contradiction.

(pp. 71-72)
5. 3YsLE 2AM(Performative analysis)a}l 2|8}2] 23 (Conversational postulate)

A F7HRA =9I]F Austin, Searle, Grice 5-& ¢lojHdAql oA 3428 A gtazt k0.

M, ol e st fAushEs) g3 &Y, 39 2 AP 24, e @FE 5o 24
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12 19849 4]1 BBIRIEX MUK H198
T AEE AR
s ¢ v] 4] (semantic representaticn) =}al7} Al =F & (deep structure)dl o] E& Fu3t

Ay A ¢} v] £} 5 (generative semanticists) & 4F7] 342 w5k o] Al FFHE A Y4
WY Ege] A Ealeln Axstg el olAe] v 4auslE A (performative analysis) E¥
sFAdeltk. 2@l A Ross(1970)% RE A% F(declarative sentences)-& L FANA=A gt 549
HASs 48 wEES T AST2eA mEE ook gvkn TR dF B, ATE
(15)€ 2 Al&T224 (16)9 o svdA =&t Ao+

(15) Tomarrow will be rainy.

(16) a. 1 STATE that (tomorrow will be rainy).

b. I PREDICT that (tomorroe will be rainy).
c. I WARN YOU that (tomorrow will be rainy).

=, 99E % Y ERE ASEY A5TF2EAS A9 B4Rk St

(17) a. Open the door. « I COMMAND YOU (to open the door).
b. How much are those bananas?

— 1 REQUEST OF YOU that (you tell me (how much those bananas are).

o] MY ATz Fol I, ¥EA you, | [+V, +performative, +communication,
+linguistic, +declarative]5-¢] =3 (features)& 7} F4} 5% Edele gPustEd 44T
o224 4§ AL g dEEAA AP & 5968 s "ast gt Aok

myself
(18) a. I told Albert that physicists like | himself are hard to find.
*yourself
*themselves

myself

b. Physicists like| yourself are hard to find.
*himself
*themselves

(Newmeyer 1980: 211)
(19) a. Tom declared that as for himself, he was ravenous.
b. As for myself, I am ravenous.
C. *As for himself, Tom is ravenous.

(Leech 1981: 324)

AR B AN A FATL AA, F, Aol Ak v (18b)4 799k (19b),
(19c)4 A4S st Ao o8] AE Tz T state that’ & AR5 xds) AAHE A
oltt.

22tk Ross®] o] 2’k 7HA S vhdat 2 A4 gt dekx £3dch. AA, # Ut
B =B84 RE Ao (statements)o] TEAo e ZAHdBHAA EEHHE, = RZE AF
g Fo] TEA o2y A FAA EERE AL T3] FAld 2l Aolehe Aol EA R,
o] #yFEAo] el FHetE AL gk F2
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(20) As for myself, 1 promise you that 1’11 be there.
(Leech 1981:325)

24 (20& ov B med £RuEAE TEHT gk AdA T el el B
o} 4tg1de]l 1 PROMISE YOU 7+ 445 o] As for myself’ o A A Al AL ‘myself’ 7b A
glo] Awislelof ket o] AL AF Ross 2% AYR FEel coiwd FHUSHEE HHE A
e Mz 4 ool fuise Aol

obA =07k vl & Searle(1975)% A7t A2 o)Al 44 (request)T 4 & AL SR L4
27 (a speaker-based sincerity condition )& wkel 314 v (asserting), A7 AL E
based sincerity condition)& &7 J(questioning) goz4 sEelc sk F o8 ol Eoll A
(21b)¢} (21c)E Eok (212)8] & AT + 4L gkgl et

(21) a. Pass the salt.
b. T’d like the salt.
¢. Can you pass the salt?
(Newmeyer 1980: 212)

Gordons+ LakoffE A2 ¢ =] (conveyed meaning) S =4 F= opFHA AL 8
‘Asbad dgenl g0l A% Al w2 3]518] ZZF(conversational postulate)o] vt. a#HA

S1(21b)8 (2lc)e A o (22a)% (22b)2 Auksbd 4 gieba &5ieh.

(22) a. SAY (a.Q) — REQUEST (a,b,Q)
b. ASK(a,b, CAN (b,Q) — REQUEST (a,b,Q)
[as) #14 : % ark QF AT bl Al TR 2w b7b QE AL adste Aol
be} #A @Rkl azk belA QF T gruvz e ak bk Q¥ AL 2 Aol ]

o] Aul(1973)L ol&l gt FA gl sl WL Ak glE 2A’eHA SR8 gk, =,
Lakoffs o8 (230)8 M5 g A9 59 3t 95 Fahe 4 R T4
gt AL odl o 4L ATNAAL DAz 23 (230)sk el A3k A

(23) a. I want a beer.
b. ASSUME (x, NOT RELEVANT (WANT (x, Q))& SAY (x,y, WANT (x,Q)) DRE-
QUEST (x,¥,Q)
il Xob QF Aeke Al thgtA gEkn AAeA Ak QF dnn yelA EEH
i x: yb QE AL adet: Aol

ool Wal of Au-& o]YA AFFL Ut

AAL et olg ad A Alddele ‘wanting QA "EAolm dake olg sHA FlA &
@4l g A% ‘wanting Q9 A ag s obiel o] A Edzte t}4-%+ assertion forcee]

9. e ddel gute ot A 578 Aol —3mal Aol et ddEE, g
illocutionary actel 7 %o Fate o8 A=A zalo] k=4 19} e TEkMnbE 2de
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14 19845 4ff WBSIEA FSCtE 4510k
St 99 4y A gt o Qs Adde AL 249 P92 A7 dTe 2
A 7R dhdel o] wlBe] o] zAM o 4T WA zAEe] $IHw wg e ol7b s}
dol =g ale] wlza axy 9915} AR Aok, 29 god 238 g $79 29
M AR @A " e () 249 BAE 4YAA L AU A4 Aol 2% £
TR e Bl WEE gele 03] e,
(148l 1973:202)

A

&

N

AT o] A ofwd 442 sl Sl AL SAEE MAYQ 449 A4 5} R R
AHANE 9 242 ohnz o] A7 Fo42 Fae) kg Fzol dr s 5] 3}-4}2}

hy
35 (conversational implicature)el] 9] &%+ 25 q 4L whobok ghebm Fabgt o).

na =

AF7EA ] £ el sle2y TAT ANEE L 59 o P 4 Bgteb. o] A)
ol AE FEAAE 31480 Agkabelof o Abell £3& o] Aegozy e ATl Ego]
Sz} g

&4 =238k Griced] 3|514+9] 4551 Searle] Al 2 5o] FEH o2 Y4 kg dhaL
NE FTLT a4E A ¥ (politeness)o] v}, 2ol A Leech( 1981+ 3H-8-8ad T4 AZ9qdq o s
A RAEAoR B39 Ag stz gle.

I propose that the most promising approach to indirect illocutions is to extend Grice’s
concept of conversational implicature to include other principles, apart from the CP, and in
particular to include a Politeness Principle. We can then include in our account of pragma-
tics not only what meang exist in a given language for making particular illocutionary acts,
but an explanation of why it is that certain semantic types of structure are appropriately
used for particular illocutionary purposes.

(Leech 1981: 338)

AN By F (24)% Griced 3o 93 FET 24 (polite request) o2 45 m o] mje]
T 33l By wale Aol el Holx &4 sEg @ol=l, = CPs} Politeness Principles}
B A dHE 249 "oy °] TL 845t HE RolrL.

(24) Will/Can you open the window?

2R o] AFAYue wa.e A3 FhdAE AL wolzl (Give credit to the other

person)ol®], RAA Zm o= ‘A & 39A 8k=ukEl (Do not cause offence to the other

person)elet. o] AL shat—aat ol WYL o] TA] 51y AR e F ARA Ty BL
HAAE vkt FEHA FE Aold, = shao)s] TEL AL AAAE dnlzt Feaix

X Rolvt. weta,
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(25) a. You will open the window.
b. Open the window.

(252)9} & Qmol i} (25b)s} 2 W& Ale| Al impolite beliefd FA5] =2 Shae H=}
A ad BEE AFAE Auehd ol HE A g Adse] sAXE At Aol v
FA sk o]d el A & o] SelE &R A—3hat RFA AR HFE WEF ol E
oeha 44T 4 9k, |

AF 42 dAT TR YA 55 QAN A HeA & Griced] 3 FF
olgte Ml AAR BAYEE St BAnE A deld FFFE FEdese A
58 JFE &4 3

Zo g 3A7F 19k AR A EH et qlo] 9] A b3 (extra-linguistic situation)®] FA- HAMe}
A g AL 358 A AAGH Griced) 28 AFZL )lAH wHAARE ¥ 4
2eh & A4 o2A oqu_o_ 2 94 wH AR AL FAGHA B o HE AL x99
Azlel zshe oAk Ak AH Aolet. webA FPustE Addte 4w FA o]
AA FEALE R2E Z3AA afl -‘i—"*zﬂ BA 7] A7 =l Foldh. 1A

(26) a. 1 promise to pay you tomorrow.
b. P’ll pay you tomorrow.

(26a)3 (26b)ehar sk Aol £HalA BEAE R2E o450 d9E A3 ] st A
fale AolH

Bibliography
o] Aul, (1973) Griced —’Fa]i} R, AT 9/2, AENTw, g T4
A Az, (1976) 3F429 714, ofed T 1272 AT, ol Td T4,

2w, (1983) AAA Ane A DL T2 A5 A, 024, 19839 3¥F

3 e, (1983) @Fole vz, TAEIME

Austin, J. L. (1976) How to Do Things with Words(2nd ed.). Oxford Univ. Press.

Chomsky, N.(1972) Some empirical issues in the theory of transformational grammar. In Peters
1972.

Clark,H.H. and Clark E.V.(1977) Psychology and Language. an Introduction to Psycholingistics.
New York.

Coulthard, M. (1977) An Introduction to Discourse Analysis. Longman.

Gordon, D. and G. Lakoff.(1975) Conversational Postulates. In Syntax and Semantics, Vol. 3.

Grice, H.P.(1975) Logic and Conversation. In Synfax and Semantics, Vol. 3.

Katz, J. and J. Fodor(1963) The Structure of Ia Semantic Theory. Language 39:170-210

Kempson, R.M.(1977) Semantic I'heory. Cambridge Univ. Press.

Leech, G. (1981) Semantics (2nd ed.) Penguin Books.

Morris,C. (1938) Foundations of the Theory of Signs. International Encyclopedia of Unified Sci-
ence 1:2.

Newmeyer, F.J.(1980)Linguistic Theory in America. Academic Press.

Palmer, F.R.(1981) Semantics (2nd ed.) Cambridge Univ. Press.

Searle, J.R.(19569) Specch Acts. Cambridge Univ. Press.

, (1975) Indirect Speech Acts in Syntax and Semantics, Vol.3,

Smith, N. and D. Wilson(1979) Modern Linguistics.the Resulls of Chomsky’s Reolvution. Indiana

Univ. Press.

— 319 —



&)Collection |



