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Implicatures

● Not respecting (or flouting) these maxims gives rise to particular kinds of
inferences.

● We call these inferences implicatures.

(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)

● Certain kinds of words give rise to implicatures too:

(2) The movie was good.
; The movie was not great/not amazing.

● This is a scalar implicature.
amazing ≻ great ≻ good ≻ average ≻ bad ≻ terrible

● The inference is that the movie was not higher on this scale (given the Maxim
of Quantity).
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Scalar implicatures

● Relevant scale = Numerical scale
. . . ≻ 40 ≻ . . . ≻ 20 ≻ . . . ≻ 10 ≻ . . .

(3) I won’t give you 10 dollars
; I won’t give you 20 dollars
; I won’t give you 40 dollars
; I won’t give you 60 dollars

. . .
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Scalar implicatures

(4) The soup is warm

● What is the relevant scale?
● Relevant scale = Temperature scale

very hot ≻ hot ≻warm ≻ lukewarm ≻ cold

(5) The soup is warm
; The soup is not hot
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Recognizing implicatures

(6) James gave me 10 dollars

; James didn’t give me 20 dollars

● Cancelability: The truth of an implicature can be explicitly denied.

(7) James gave me 10 dollars, actually he gave me 20!

● Reinforceability: An implicature can be explicitly stated.

(8) James gave me 10 dollars, but he didn’t give me 20!

● Disappearance under negation:

(9) It’s not true that James gave me 10 dollars
↝̸ James didn’t give me 20 dollars

● Disappearance with questions:

(10) Did James give you 10 dollars?
↝̸ James didn’t give you 20 dollars
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Recognizing implicatures

(11) The soup is warm

; The soup is not hot

● Cancelability: The truth of an implicature can be explicitly denied.

(12) The soup is warm, in fact it’s hot!

● Reinforceability: An implicature can be explicitly stated.

(13) The soup is warm, but it isn’t hot.

● Disappearance under negation:

(14) The soup isn’t warm
↝̸ The soup is not hot.

● Disappearance with questions:

(15) Is the soup warm?
↝̸ The soup isn’t hot.
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↝̸ The soup is not hot.

● Disappearance with questions:

(15) Is the soup warm?
↝̸ The soup isn’t hot.
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Presupposition

● The different inference is what is known as a presupposition (→).

● A presupposition is a shared inference that is assumed to be true.
● For example, the definite determiner the gives rise to an existence

presupposition.

(16) The King of France is bald.
→ There is a King of France.

● The again has the presupposition than an action happened before.

(17) Steve failed the test again.
→ Steve failed the test before.

● The specific words that give rise to presuppositions are known as
presupposition triggers.

● If speakers don’t share a presupposition, it is accommodated:

(18) I need to take my camel to the vet.
→ I have a camel
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Presupposition

● Presuppositions differ from implicatures in still being present under
negation/with questions:

(19) The King of France is not bald.
→ There is a King of France

(20) Is the King of France bald?
→ There is a King of France

(21) Steve didn’t fail the test again.
→ Steve failed the test before

(22) Did Steve fail the test again?
→ Steve failed the test before

● Compare this with implicatures:

(23) Steve drank three beers
; Steve didn’t drink four beers

(24) It’s not the true that Steve drank three beers / Did Steve drink three
beers?
↝̸ Steve didn’t drink four beers
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Presupposition

● 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:

(27) 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 failurewhen 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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● They also cannot be reinforced:

(27) 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 failurewhen 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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Summary

cancelable? reinforceable? present under negation/q’s?
implicature ! ! ✗
presupposition ✗ ✗ !
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(28) Jake forgot to clean his room.

Inference: Jake was supposed to clean his room.

● Cancelability:

(29) Jake forgot to clean his room, #but he wasn’t supposed to.

● Reinforceability:

(30) Jake forgot to clean his room, #and in fact he was supposed to.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(31) Jake didn’t forget to clean to his room.
→ Jake was supposed to clean his room.

(32) Did Jake forget to clean his room?
→ Jake was supposed to clean his room.

● This inference is an presupposition.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(33) I have done some of the homework assignments.

Inference: I haven’t done all the homework assignments.

● Cancelability:

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

● Reinforceability:

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

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(36) It’s not the true that I have done some of the homework assignments.
↝̸ I haven’t done all of the homework assignments.

(37) Have do you done some of the homework assignments?
↝̸ You haven’t done all the homework assignments

● This inference is an implicature.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(38) Mary bought another house

Inference: Mary already has a house.

● Cancelability:

(39) Mary bought another house, #but she doesn’t already have one.

● Reinforceability:

(40) Mary bought another house, #in fact she already has one.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(41) Mary didn’t buy another house. / Did Mary buy another house?
→Mary already has a house

● This inference is a presupposition.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(42) He sat down and took off his coat

Inference: He did it in that order.

● Cancelability:

(43) He sat down and took off his coat, but not in that order.

● Reinforceability:

(44) He sat down and took off his coat, in fact he did it in that order.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(45) Did he sit down and take off his coat?
↝̸ He did it in that order.

(46) It’s not true that he sat down and took off his coat.
↝̸ He did it in that order.

● This inference is a implicature.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(47) If you had got here on time, we could have left.

Inference: You didn’t get here on time.

● Cancelability:

(48) If you had got here on time, we wouldn’t have been late, #and you did
get here on time.

● Reinforceability:

(49) If you had got here on time, we wouldn’t have been late, #in fact you
didn’t here on time.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(50) It’s not that the case that we could have left, if you had got here on
time.
→ You didn’t get here on time

● This inference is a presupposition.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(51) James found out that Mary bought a house

Inference: Mary bought a house

● Cancelability:

(52) James found out that Mary bought a house, #but she didn’t.

● Reinforceability:

(53) James found out that Mary bought a house, #and in fact she did.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

(54) James didn’t find out that Mary bought a house / Did James find out
that Mary bought a house?
; Mary bought a house

● This inference is a presupposition.
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Doing pragmatics: Presupposition or implicature?

(55) A: Where can I buy cigarettes?
B: There is a gas station on the corner.

Inference: You can buy cigarettes at the gas station.

● Cancelability:

B: There is a gas station on the corner, but you can’t buy cigarettes there.

● Reinforceability:

B: There is a gas station on the corner and you can buy cigarettes there.

● Constancy under negation/questions:

B: There isn’t a gas station on the corner. / Is there a gas station on the
corner?
↛ You can buy cigarettes at the gas station.

● This inference is an implicature.
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