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(1a)John has still not come.

(1b) John has not come.
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Fig.1 Gi ce’s first partition of speakers’ meaning
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Fig.2 Grice’s second partition of speakers’ meaning
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(2a) He is a boy, but he knows a lot.
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(2b) He is a boy and he knows a lot.

(2¢) A boy knows a little.
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(4a)He has two bikes.
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(5a) Even Tom has a bike.

(5b) A:Why did she leave?

B:Don’t you see John come ?
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(6a) Tom hasn’t had a new bike yet.
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A Do you like chocolate ?

B: Do dogs like bones?
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Study of Philosophy Origin and Difference of Conventional
Implicature and Conversational Implicature

CHENG Yugian
(School of Foreign Language Education , Jilin University, Changchun Jilin 130012, China)

Abstract ; The core content of linguistic philosophy is the theory of meaning . In pragmatics, Grice considers implicature as a form
of language expression , which has no relationship with the true value of the propositions from utterances . From the perspective of
context and linguistic form , the utterance meaning can be divided into conventional implicature and conversational implicature .
The philosophical origin can be traced back one hundred years ago , by Frege adding the mark of “the color of meaning” to the
conventional implicature. Grice proposed the idea that both conventional implicature and conversational implicature contain the o —
rientation and intention of the speakers in language use . This paper study the philosophical origin and the essential features of the
conventional implicature and conversational implicature . What’ s more, it researches the difference hetween conventional implica —
ture and conversational implicature from the angle of context dependence , calculability, cancelability, detachability, and the true
value condition.

Keywords : conventional implicature ; conversational implicature ; philosophical origin ; essential feature ; diversity
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