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0. Ⅴ 
(literal meaning) 

ぜ  

 

 (1)  モ  

 (2)   

 

よ (1) モ

(2)

(1) ♡ よ

(irrealis) (realis) よ  

 

 (3) モ  

 

(1) ㈻ (3) ぜ

(Horn1984:15)  

 

 (4) John was able to solve the problem. 

 (5) John solved the problem. 

 (6) John could solve the problem. 

 (7) John didn’t solve the problem. 

 

(4) (5) (6) (7)



15  

Horn.1984 R-based inference Horn R

Q Levinson.2000 Q I M ├  

 

ぜ irrealis

Ⅴ (implicature)

 

 

(8)  

 

 

↓ Ⅴ realis/irrealis Ⅴ ぜ

realis よ

よ ぜ

ぜ  

 

(9)  ┘

 

 

┘

よ (10)(11) (9) よ

 

 

(10)  ┘

 

(11) 

 

 

.2006:65

irrealis (9)+(10) (9)+(11)

┘ (9)

(12)  

 

(12)  

┘  
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1.  
implicature H.P.Grice

ぞ Levinson(2000:13)1  

 

 Girice’s theory of utterer’s meaning 

 S meansnn p by “uttering” U to A iff S intends: 

 a. A to think p 

 b. A to recognize that S intends (a) 

 c. A’s recognition of S’s intending (a) to be the prime reason for A thinking p 

 

(13)  

 

 (13) = U  

 

(13) (= p)

よ

よ

(13) リ ↓ 2

↓ よ

┘ リ よ

↓ ↓ リ  

↓ (natural meaning) p

(entail)

(Grice.1989;213f) リ

 

 

 (14)   ↓  

 (15) *  

 (16)  ↓  

 (17) 

㌹  

 

㈻

                                                        
1 Huang(2003, 2007)  
2 what the spaeker non-naturally means non-natural meaning meaningnn  
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(18)-(21) (22)(23) (Levinson.2000:15)  

 

(18)   

(19) 

 

(20) ゝ リ

 

(21) 

 

(22) 

 

(23) 

リ  

 

リ (conversational implicature)

 

 

(24) ↓  (Genera and species of meaningnn) 
リ  

What is SAID  

 
What is 
COVENTIONALLY 
implicated 

 

(GCI) 
GENERALZED  
Coversational Implicature 

リ  
TOTAL 
SIGNIFICATION 
of an utterance 

 
What is 
IMPLICATED リ  

What is 
COVERSATIONALLY 
implicated 

(PCI) 
PARTICULARIZED 
Conversationl Implicature 

 

リ (what is said) (what is conventionally implicated)

GCI さ

PCI ┞ さ PCI

GCI

 

 

 (25)  

 GCI  

 PCI  
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 (26)  

 GCI  

 PCI  

 

 

 (27) GCI PCI  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  

  
  
  
  

   
Generalized Conversational 

Implicature (GCI)  Particularized Conversational 
Implicature (PCI) 

 

 

2.  
リ ├

 

 (28) リ (Grice.1975 ) 

[A] Maxims of Quantity  

1) Make your contribution as informative as is required. さ リ ┊ ㎲  

2) Do not make your contribution more informative than is required. さ リ

┊ ㎲  

[B] Maxims of Quality ㈻  
1) Do not say what you believe to be false.  

2) Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence. ッ  

[C] Maxims of Relation  

1) Be relevant. リ  

[D] Maxims of Manner  

1) Avoid obscurity of expression.  
2) Avoid ambiguity. よ  

3) Be brief (avoid unnecessary prolixity). リ  

4) Be orderly. リ  

 

㈻

Q R Horn.1984  

 (29) Q R  
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(A) The Q-Principle Q  
 Make your contribution sufficent. Say as much as you can. (given R) R

 リ  

(B) The R-Principle R  

 Make your contibutoin necessary.  Say no more than you must. (given Q) Q

 リ さ  

 

Q R リ

 

Zipf’s Law  

 

 (30) Horn’s division of pragmatic labour  

The use of a marked (relatively complex and/or prolix) expression when a corresponding 

unmarked (simpler, less ‘effortful’) alternate expression is available tends to be interpreted 

as conveying a marked message (one which the unmarked alternative would not or could 

not have converyed). 

よ  

 

(32)

よ  

 

 (31) Lee stopped the car. 

 (32) Lee got the car to stop. 

 

Q I

M ├  

 

 (33)  Q  

I □┢ リ

セ リ

よ  

(34)  I  

リ Q さ ┘

よ ぜ リ
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リ  

(35)  M  

リ

 

 

M ぜ  

 

 

3.  
irrealis realis ㌹ ぜ

 

 

 (36)   

 (37)  

 (38) 

っ  

 

(36) よ (37) よ (38)

(37) よ リ

リ ぜ

 

 

 (39) (GCI)  

 

ボ ボ

ボ

ボ

ボ ボ

ボ ボ

( )

 

(36) (40) (37) GCI  

 

 (40)  

ボ (41)(42) GCI (44)
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(43) ↓ ↓ (44)

GCI ぜ  

 

 (41)   

 (42)  

 (43)   

 (44)  

 

M (39) GCI

 

 

 

4.  
リ ┷ ┷ ぜ ふⅤ

リ  

 

 (45)   

(misinvocation) 
(misfire) 

(misexecution) 
 

 (abuse)  

 

さ ぞ

リ Ⅵ リ ぞ

ぞ

ぞ ぞ

ぞ

さ

リ Ⅵ 3  

 

 

 (46)   

                                                        
3 Searle.1969:112ff 2002 .2004 
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(propositional content 
 condition) 

リ

 
リ

リ Ⅵ

 
 

(preparatory 
condition) 

リ リ

 
Ⅵ

リ

リ

リ

Ⅵ ↓

 
 

(sincerity condition) 
リ

 
リ Ⅵ

 
㈻  

(essential condition) 
リ Ⅵ

 

リ Ⅵ

Ⅵ

 
 

ぞ ス

ぞ ぞ ぞ ㈻ぞ ぞ  

Ⅵ Ⅵ

ぞ

ぞ  

 

 (47)   

 (48) ぜ ぜ ぜ  

 (49) 

 

 (50) ぜ ぜ ぜ  

 

セ さ

Ⅵ さ Ⅵ  

 

(51) 

 

 (52)   さ  

 

GCI  

 

 (53)  
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 (54) ぜ  

 (55)  

 

(53) (54)

(55) よ

さ GCI PCI ぜ  

ふ ボ

 

 

 (56) よ  

(i) さ

 

(ii) 

さ Ⅵ  

(iii) PCI

 

 

.2003 さ

 

 

 (57) Ⅴ  

 (58) 

 

 (59)  

 

 

よ (58)(59) Ⅵ

(59) .2008 オ

さ  

 

 (60)  

 (61)  

 (62)  

 (63) *  
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 (64) *  

 (65)   

 (66)   

 

 

5.  
irrealis よ ボ Ⅵ

GCI ぜ  

 

(67)  

(68) 

 

(69) オ

 

 

(69)  

 

 (70)  

(71)  

(72) 

 

 

(72)

 

Ⅵ Ⅴ

 

 

 (73)  

 (74)  

 (75)  

 (76) *  

 (77)  

 (78)  
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Ⅴ

(76)

Ⅴ

ぜ ぜ

(78) (77) ↓ Ⅴ

ふⅤ

 

さ  

 

 

 
. 2002 リ Ⅵ  ♡

 

Horn. Laurence R. 1984 “Toward a New Taxonomy for Pragmatic Inference: Q-based and R-based 

Implicature,” Meaning, Form, and Use in Context: Linguistic Application, Deborah 

Schiffrin(ed.), Washington D.C. Georgetown University Press, pp.11-48 

Huang, Yan. 2003. “On Neo-Gricean Pragmatics” International Journal of Pragmatics 14. 

Pragmatics Association of Japan 

Huang, Yan. 2007. Pragmatics, Oxford: OUP 

Grice, H. Paul. 1975  Logic and Conversation (Syntax and Semantics, vol.3 ) , Peter Cole and Jerry 

L. Morgan (eds.),  New York; Academic Press 

Grice, H. Paul. 1989  Studies in the way of words, Cambridge, Mass. : Harvard University Press 

. 2003  

. 2004 ♣ 

. 2006 ♣ 

. 2008 オ ┑

(C) 17 19 (17520254)

オ  

pp.61-78 

Levinson, Stephen C.1983. Pragmatics, Cambridge: CUP 

Levinson, Stephen C.2000. Presumptive Meanings, Cambridge: The MIT Press 

Searle. John R. 1969  Speech Acts: An essay in philosophy of language, Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press 


