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Preface

obert M. Harnish and Merrill F. Garrett are internationally

influential professors in pragmatics and psycholinguistics.

Chapters 5 to 12 of this book are their manuscripts based on
their lectures in Beijing and Shanghai, China, with some modifica-
tions and supplements. These professors have licensed their manu-
scripts for publication in China’s most influential academic press.
Chapters 1 to 3 are my work ;Chapter 4 is my work with Zhang Xi-
aoyan.

The main subject of this book is an introduction to the related
theories and research in experimental pragmatics, which is a cross-
disciplinary frontier research area that has developed rapidly in this
century. It combines pragmatics, psycholinguistics and cognitive
science. Experimental pragmatists attempt to probe how people un-
derstand implied meanings, clarify ambiguities, and indentify *il-
locutionary force” in a conversation; or, how they appreciate meta-
phor, humor, and irony, etc. with the help of language knowledge
and situational awareness. These questions have been issues of in-
terest Lo researchers in both pragmatics and psycholinguistics. In
the past, these two areas were mostly independent of each other.
Pragmatics, in the course of its maturation, has relied on intuitive

observation , analysis and reasoning; and has developed a variety of
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different theories. In contrast, psycholinguistic research on lan-
cuage communications, in addition to its theoretical development,
has cultivated special experimental research methods appropriate to
the detailed study of the time line of language processing. Re-
cently, researchers have begun applying psycholinguistic experi-
mental methods to the resolution of the pragmatic posers that have
long been controversial, to the exploration of brain mechanisms and
the cognitive processes of “speech acts” and “implied meanings”™ |
and to the search after the situational effects and psychological rea-
sons for the utterance production and perception.

This book is devoted to the development of experimental prag-
matics and its role as an emerging research field in China by the
three advisors and student. The book could be described as a good-
faith academic co-crystallization of the Sino-US scholars.

As the book was being finalized, Professor Robert M. Harnish
passed from among us at the age of 71, after a long struggle against
cancer. He left a definite gap in the place he occupied in pragmat-
ics. His death is an enormous void in my academic life that will
never be filled. During his last days, he continued to provide valu-
able comments on this publication. It is therefore my wish that the
publication of this book would bring his soul some comfort. This
publication carries with it the highest esteem and boundless grati-
tude from his student, a Chinese scholar, for his painstaking efforts
to the development of pragmatics and his selfless dedication to the
development of pragmatics in China. Let us all remember him.

This book is intended to provide a valuable source of knowledge
and an important academic reference for researchers, instructors
and graduate students at all levels, as well as senior undergraduate
students, in pragmatics, semantics, general linguistics, psycholin-

guistics, cognitive linguistics, and other related disciplines.

Liu Si
in Jincheng

October,2011
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Chapter 1

What Is Experimental Pragmatics

1.1 Introduction

“ Experimental Pragmatics” is a new interdisciplinary study
which combined pragmatics and experimental psychololinguis-
tics together. It involves linguistics, philosophy, psychology

and cognitive science and employs experimental methods to study

the problem of cognitive mechanisms.

Although psychological experiments on pragmatic issues ap-
peared in 1960s ( Wason, 1961 ), the research that was really
significant to pragmatics was studies during 1970s and 1980s. The
psychological study in this period mainly related to cognitive
process, such as, the processing of deixis, speech act and meta-
phor ete. (see 4.1). Psychological linguists, H. Clark and Lucy
(1975), H. Clark (1979), Gibbs (1979, 1986), Glucksberg
et al. (1982), should be accounted as pioneers of experimental
pragmatics. In 1990, the term * Experimental Pragmatics” was
finally used in the title of a research report ( Nicolle and B. Clark
1999. 165) published in Cognition.

Up to now, the Experimental Pragmatics Conference has been
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held four times. "'The first was held in April 2005 and sponsored by
the Art, Social and Humanity Sciences Research Center, the
British National Institute of Cambridge University. The English De-
partment of Cambridge University presided over the session with the
theme of * Experimental Pragmatics: Exploring the Cognitive Basis
for Conversation”. The arrangement committee pointed out in the
notice that “ Experimental Pragmatics is a brand-new field” and
stressed that they hoped to bring about a new joint study by commu-
nicating novel ideas and results through this seminar.

Sperber and Noveck edited and published the memoirExperimental
Pragmatics in 2004. B. Clark and Novech set up a special website
aboul experimental pragmatics in order to facilitate experimental
pragmalics researchers to exchange ideas and transmit information.

Robert Harnish, linguistic philosopher, and Merrill Garrett,
psycho-linguist, at the University of Arizona, USA, were the first
to offer experimental pragmatics as a graduate course in 2002. In
the May of 2005, they were invited to give lectures in Beijing and
Shanghai by the Foreign Language Department of Beijing University
of Aeronautics and Astronautics ( Harnish 2005a, b; Garrett
2005a, b). In August of the same year, scholars discussed the
study of * experimental pragmatics” at the Ninth National Prag-
matics Conference held in Fudan Universily.

Despite these good beginnings, the theory and method of experi-
mental pragmatics are still unfamiliar to our Chinese researchers.
Hence, it is helpful to provide a comprehensive review of experi-
mental pragmatics. This article attempts to develop the following
three aspects: (1) the major theory and focused issues in experi-
mental pragmatics; (2) the study approaches; (3) the recent

research achievements.

(1) This conlerence series grew out of special sessions and Workshops that began to
emerge in the late 1990%s. These led 10 successlul biennial conferences on Experimental
Pragmalics across Europe, beginning with a version in Cambridge (2005) and followed
by those in Berlin (2007) and in Lyon (2009). This vear’s the 4th Biennial Conlerence
of Experimental Pragmatics was held on June 2 =4, 2011 at the Universitat Pompeu Fabra

in Barcelona, Spain.
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1.2 The Present Focused Issues in Pragmatics

1. 2.1 Theoretical Background

Grice (1989 [68 . 118 —124; 1975. 44) attemplts lo em-
phasize the difference between logical semantics and language use
by demarcating “ What is said” and “ What is implicated”
What is implicated consists of “conventionalized implicature” and
“unconventionalized implicature” . The * conversational implica-
ture” belongs to “ unconventionalized implicature”™ and contains
“generalized conversational implicature (GCI)” and “specialized
conversational implicature™ . The basic principles to infer implica-
tures are " cooperation principle” and the *four maxims”™ . Grice
(1989 [69]: 96 —-97) deduces the processing of implicature as:
When a speaker means to convey P, then he has an intention and
would produce an utterance, in which he tries to make the hearer
to know that P is the speaker’s intention, and to think P. The
Gricean (for example, Searle 1979. 117 = 119; H. Clark and
Lucy 1975: 58) inferred: to understand implicature, the literary
meaning should be understood unconditionally at first; then, to
check up by referring 1o context; if it was wrong, trying to under-
stand implicature again.

Neo-Gricean ( Gazdar 1979; Bach and Harnish 1979,
Horn 1972, 2004, 2005; Levinson 1983, 2000) studied
and developed the Gricean theory. For example, Levinson’s
(2000. 35 — 38 ) “ three heuristics”"" was reduced from
Grice’s “ four maxims ™ | while there is big differences be-

tween them. The basic difference is: Grice’s “four maxims”

' The “Three Heuristics™ are: Q [ uwantity | -heuristics: Whalt isn’t said,
isn’t, which is based on the first maxim of * Quantity™ by Grice; 1 | nforma-
tion | -heuristics: What is expressed simply is stereotypically exemplily , including
the second maxim of * Quantity” by Grice; M | anner | -heuristics: What's said

in an abnormal way isn’l normal, the same as maxim of *“ Manner™ by Grice.
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put more emphasis on particular conversational implicatures
instead of GCl; while Levinson’s * three heuristics” gives
more consideration to GCIL.

Relevance theory proposed by Sperber and Wilson ( 1995
186 ]), Carston (1991 [88 ], 2002, 2004a, b) and * post-
Gricean” " holds that the speaker’s intention is to offer a contextual
“relevence” between literary meaning and implicature; and the
hearer tries to understand implicature based on this relevant infor-
mation. As Carston (2002: 127) points out that there are two
perspectives of studying pragmatics: one is of philosophy, the oth-
er is of cognition; and that cognitive pragmatics, which is based
on relevance theory, sets up a new concept of studying: * prag-
matics is a psychological faculty and an information processing sys-
tem”  (p.128). In addition, post-Gricean inferred impliciture
mainly depends on “context” without considering the function of
language form in perception of the impliciture.

Gu (2003) points out that there have been developed three
branches centered on Gricean theory: One is “reductionists™ re-
presented by Sperber and Wilson, in which they reduce the four
maxims of Grice’s Cooperative Principle to a maxim of relevance
paralleled with Cooperative Principle. Another is expansionists,

represented by Leech, in which they expand Grice’s Cooperative

1" According to the introduction of Horn when he answered questions on communi-
cation nelwork of American Dialect Society in 2001: the terms * neo-Gricean” and
“post-Gricean” were proposed by Levinson. At the Pragmatic Conference at Institute of
Linguistics of Stanford University in 1987, Levinson and Horn distinguished between the
“neo-Gricean” theory and “post-Gricean” theory clearly: the former theory is the inher-
itance and development of the traditional Grice’s theory. The main representatives of neo-
Gricean recently are * Presumptive Meanings™ of Levinson in 2000 and Horn’s publication
(2004, 2005). The post-Gricean theory is incompatible with Grice’s theory, in which
the main theories are “ Relevance Theory™ | including “ Principle of Relevance™ and
“the Guarantee of Optimal Relevance™ . Main representatives are: Sperber, Willson,
Carston, D. Blakemore, and récanali, Gibbs, and so on. Recenlly, posi-Gricean
posed the biggest challenge 1o Grice, that is, the inferences and cognitive mechanisms of

“whal is said”
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Principle rather than reduce it. Levinson’s generalized conversa-
tional implicature theory is an intermediary way of studying between
reductionists and expansionists. Gu finds that there is a common
ground in the three schools, and that is whether revision or neglect
has been applied to the three important concepts in Grice’s Cooper-
ative Principle: “talk exchange”, *“transaction” and *common
purpose” . This accounts for the formation of the three different
schools. By analyzing the merits and demerits of the three schools,
Gu proposes a new way of study relying on “talk exchange” and

“transaction”

, which is called the study of * multiple-goal neo-
Gricean”

In addition, some scholars of pragmatics in China employ rele-
vance theory to study pragmatic cognition ( He Ziran 2006, He Zi-
ran & Ran Yongping 1998, Qiu Tianhe 1998) ; some applies the
neo-Gricean theory to the inference and cognition of Chinese impli-
cature ( Shen Jiaxuan 1997, 2004 ) ; some others make comments
on neo-Gricean new theory and discuss the processing ol pragmatic
inference ( Xu Shenghuan 1995, 1996, 1997; Qian Guanlian
1995). All of these scholars have made valuable contributions to
the field. On the whole, however, there is hardly any study focu-
ses on the recent arguments of different points of view between vari-
ous pragmatic schools, and hardly any experimental pragmatic

study has been conducted in China.

1.2.2 “Impliciture” and Its Related Theories

Impliciture is a term coined by Bach (1994 ) from the word
“implicit” . As for the phenomena that impliciture is referred to,
Impliciture has already drawn attention as a study subject of prag-
malics in North America and Britain. With regard to its content,
impliciture is “extended meaning” , for example, in the Chinese

. T - < . o
concepl (in the utterance it is raining [ here |7, “here” is an

1 According o Gu Yueguo's explanation:  * Grice’s transaction™ is similar to the
usage of economics, which refers 1o achieve certain goals through communication activity;

the activily refers to both the language activity and non-language activity.
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.

“extended meaning” without literality ). The different points of
view and inferences of the extended meaning are discussed as fol-
lows ( For further discussion, see 8.3) .

Grice (1975) has restricted “ What is said” to the sphere of
formal semiotics and truth value semantics and embraced various
kinds of implicatures into “ What is implicated” . Grice’s defini-
tion of GCI was similar to “impliciture” and he gave a single ex-
ample. “X is meeting a woman this evening” ( Grice 1975; 56).
“A woman” mustn’t be X’s wife, sister or close friend. If it is,
the speaker would say *“X’s wife, X’s sister or X’s friend xxx. 7 It
is obvious that there is GCI in the utterance: “the woman X will
meel is not his wife, sister or close friend. 7 Neo-Gricean ( Horn
1984 ; Levinson 1987 ) inferred implicature depending on the
Quantity and Relevance Maxim.

Sperber and Wilson (1995 [86]: 182) propose different ways
of distinction and definition to conversation, that is, the distine-
tion and definition of “explicature” and “implicature™ . *Impli-
cature” fundamentally continues to adopt Gricean theory, while
“explicature” is a revision and development to it. They and Car-
ston (1991 [88], 2002, 2004a, b) regard the logical meaning
and the extended meaning of “ What is said” as “explicature” ;
for example, “I have eaten breakfast [ today|” ( [today]| is the
extended meaning) , which both are “explicit” and whose mean-
ings are “ explicatures” . The extended part is not GCI (or
“What is implicated” ) , but a part of “What is said” . The fun-
damental difference between “explicature” and * what is said”
lies in the following: “explicature” emphasizes the characteristics
of communication, which is to say that its meaning depends on not
only the form of utterance but also the context. However, Grice re-
stricted “ what is said” to semantic propositions decided by lin-
cuistic form. Sperber and Wilson (1995 [86 ]:. 183 ) suggest
that the “explicit side” of conversation contains richer and more
logical meaning. So that, it deserves more study than classical
Gricean pragmatic theory. They still employ Relevance Theory to
deduce the cognitive process of explicature and they also think con-

text is decisive to understand this kind of meaning.
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Bach (1994. 140) suggests “impliciture” compose of “com-
pletion” and “expansion” implicitures on the basis of formal se-
mantics, so it is not implicature beyond “what is said” . Bach
defines impliciture in a strict semantic scope and thinks it is re-
stricted by word meaning, structure and semantics. This is in ac-
cordance with Grice. His thought of impliciture is not something
beyond what is said goes against Grice’s theory and agrees with Rel-
evance Theory. Bach deduces (p. 133) that linguistic form should
be perceived at first in understanding impliciture; and he ( Bach
1998 : 4) suggests that we express and understand impliciture and
implicature (or non-literality) through the process of *standardi-
zation”

Levinson (2000) suggests GCI is similar to impliciture. In his
point of view, GCI is conveyed by the idiomatic meaning and com-
mon sense of the language, which can be understood without a
contexl. Under the frame of GCI, Levinson (1995, 2000) pro-
poses a mode of “default reasoning” . He thinks the mode has two
important characteristics (2000: 45) . it is default and cancella-
ble. A typical example is “Some [ not all | of the guests have lef
the party (see 2.3)" . He accounts for the reason why there ap-
pears extended meaning by proposing the I-Principle (p.37). In
the course of conversation, he thinks, speakers would economize
their expression, while the hearers would understand as extended
as possible, and " stereotypical” reasoning is the basis of utter-
ance inlerpretation.

Récanati (1991 [89 |, 1993, 2002) agrees with the school
of Relevance Theory on the analysis of * explicature ™ | though
there exist divergences. He (1991. 101, 1993. 240) emphasi-
zes “explicature” should be distinguished as the “minimal” and
the “enriched” :  “minimal proposition” is the meaning on the
level of utterance semantics in Gricean theory; “enriched mean-
ing” is the meaning that depends on pragmatic context. He also
proposes the theory of “availability” with the belief that there are
two levels in reasoning in pragmatic cognition. On the first level,
the minimal proposition would be processed, then * enriched

meaning~ would be processed on the second level through
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“strengthening” and “expansion”

The central point of the above mentioned divergence is: how the
cognitive mechanism of brain functions on the enriched meaning
This problem arouses an argument of various points of view and pu-
shes the study of * What is said” to an unprecedented important
position. At the same time, it also propels the development of ex-

perimental pragmatics.

1.2.3 Scalar Implicature

Scalar implicature is a part of impliciture. It is discussed partic-
ularly here because it involves some salient problems.

Horm (1972) proposes a theory of lexical grading, which has
been called “ Horn’s scale” later. Scaled word class means the
word class containing the concept of scale. For example, the Eng-
lish numerals (one, two, three) constitute a typical kind of
scaled word class. And, there are also other scaled word classes:
indefinite numerals ( some, many, most, all ), conjunctions
(or, and ), adverbs ( sometimes, always, often), adjectives
( warm, hot ), modal verbs ( may, should, must), verbs
( know, believe ) etc. * Scalar implicature” means implicature
conveyed by the scaled word classes in conversation.

Many researchers ( Grice 1975; Horn 1972, 2000; Hirschberg
1985; Carston 1991 [ 88 |, 98; Levinson 1983, 87, 2000 )
have expounded on scalar implicature from the perspective of prag-
matics. The divergence mainly exists between the neo-Gricean and
the post-Gricean.

Levinson (1983, 2000) has studied scalar implicature thorough-
ly. He suggests that under what he calls the Q-Principle, *Scalar
Q-implicature™ can be deduced by employing “default reasoning”
(2000: 76): take some scaled word classes for example < all,
many, some > , if the speaker uses words of low levels (such as
“some” ) instead of words of high levels (such as “all” ), then he
knows it is not “all” in fact, so he cancelled the implicature of
“all” and used “some”, in example [ 1]. The implicature of

“some” is cancellable vice versa, such as [2]:



