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(1) A:  Will you help me carry these boxes?
B: Hey, is that a squirrel?
~» B does not want to help A lift the boxes (Maxim of Relevance)
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. The inference is that the movie was not higher on this scale (given the Maxim
of Quantity).
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- Presuppositions differ from implicatures in the other ways:

(25)  The King of France is bald.
— There is a King of France.

- They cannot be canceled:

(26)  The King of France is bald, #but there is no King of France
- They also cannot be reinforced:

(2727  The King of France is bald, #and in fact there is a King of France
- In our world, France doesn’t have a king. So, we would have to accept a

presupposition that is false.

« This leads to a presupposition failure when we try to evaluate the truth
conditions of the sentence.

« Nevertheless, we know what the world would have to look like for this
sentence to be true (cf. Unicorns have purple horns).
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| cancelable? reinforceable? present under negation/q's?
implicature v v X
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« This inference is an presupposition.
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(33)  I'have done some of the homework assignments.
Inference: | haven't done all the homework assignments.

« Cancelability:

(34)  I'have done some of the homework assignments, in fact | have done all
of them.

« Reinforceability:

(35) I have done most of the homework assignments, but | haven't done all
of them.

« Constancy under negation/questions:
(36) It's not the true that | have done some of the homework assignments.
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« This inference is an implicature. .
" AndrewMurphy " pragmaticsl  Introduction to Linguistics 05.25.22 12
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