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Neo-Griceanism

- modified Gricean accounts (usually in
number and form of maxims or principles)
assuming scalar implicature generation is
guided by interlocutors' informativity
expectations

- "the" proponent: Levinson 2000

- some often ignored proponents: e.g. Blutner
1998; Matsumoto 1995

Relevance Theory

- scalar implicature generation as just one of
many context-dependent pragmatic
processes

- scalar implicatures arise if conducive to
relevance (if additional cognitive effects
make higher processing effort acceptable)

- proponents: Carston 1998, Wilson and
Sperber 1995

THE THEORIES

Recelved view A broader view

- Neo-Gricean accounts are associated with the - nothing inherent to the informativity approach
Default model, Relevance Theory with the per se that forces the Neo-Gricean to Defaultism
Context-Driven model - some Neo-Gricean accounts are clearly

compatible with the Context-Driven model

Example: Matsumoto 1995 Conclusion

- two-step process: for any implicature trigger, As there is no 1-to-1 mapping from theories to
only if its use Is attributable to informativity empirically testable models, experimentally
considerations generate the implicature investigating thetquestion'of Default will not

- clearly context-driven implicature generation resolve the theoretical debate.

The Context-Driven Model

- scalar implicature generation as effortful,
slow process, taking place only after
semantic interpretation is contextually
unsatisfactory

- no implicit cancellation necessary

- experimental support: manifold (e.g. Bott and
Noveck 2004; Breheny et al. 2006; Noveck
and Posada 2003)

The Default Model

- scalar implicature generation as automatic
process on encountering implicature trigger,
requiring minimal effort

- Implicit cancellation as required by context
occurs in a second, effortful step

- experimental support: hardly any

THE EMPIRICAL
MODELS
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