Experimental I nvestigations of the Semantics/Pragmatics I nterface
Course Outlineand Preliminary Reading L ist

Lecture 1: Some Theoretical Background and Some Recent Dewelnts.

The Gricean Programme and the Semantics/Pragniastiaction; Generalised
Conversational Implicatures and Neo-Gricean Pragsiad®ost-Gricean Pragmatics -
Local Implicatures; Grammaticisation of ImplicatsiPe

Reading Grice (1967/1989); Gazdar (1979); Horn (1989)ihson (2000); Chierchia
(2004); Recanati (2003); van Rooy & Schulz (20@hierchia et al (ms).

Lecture 2. Experimental Investigations into Pragmatic Thelof&dults).

Testing ‘strong defaultness’; On weak defaultn&sbedding Implicatures; The ‘cost’
of implicatures; Ambiguity or additive inference?

Reading Noveck (2001); Bott & Noveck (2004); Breheny, Kag & Williams (2006);
Geurts & Pouscoulous (2008).

Lecture 3: Experimental Investigations into Pragmatic ThelbtChildren)

Are kids really more logical than adults?; Effectgifferent methodological paradigms
on generating scalar implicatures; What developh age?

Reading Guasti et al (2005); Pouscoulous et al (2007atsKs (in press)

Lecture 4: The Development of Pragmatic Abilities.

Under- and over-informativeness; Perspective-tgkimgpry of mind and pragmatics;
The acquisition of quantification;

Reading:Nadig & Sedivy (2002), Geurts & Nouwen (2007)

Lecture 5: Beyond Implicatures

Experimental Investigations into Presuppositiomgghiatics and Psycholinguistics
(Questions of modularity - the role of contextamuage processing); Pragmatics and
Neuroscience.



Reading Altmann & Steedman (1988); van Berkum et al (20@hemla & Schlenker
(2007); Schwarz (2008)
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