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CURRENT WORK ON IMPLICATURES: AN OVERVIEW  
The intuition that something can be unsaid, but still communicated is widely shared.  What 
else would we mean by  "reading between the lines"?  However, how we accomplish "rea-
ding between the lines" is currently subject to an intense debate in linguistics, philosophy 
and psychology.  The debate is focussed on a narrow class of cases of reading between 
the lines -- the "scalar implicatures" -- but has broad implications for our view of how the 
mind works.  On one side of the debate, scientists since Grice have attempted to spell out 
principles of general common sense reasoning that explain how we derive implicatures.  
The Gricean view therefore assumes that humans can reason quickly and almost without 
effort when it comes to reading between lines.  The other side of the debate, however, re-
gards implicatures as the result of automated, hard-wired processes similar to grammatical 
processes and independent of common-sense reasoning.  On this "grammatical view", 
common sense reasoning itself may only be an illusion created by interlocking special pur-
pose, automated processes. I begin with a presentation of the Gricean view based on 
Sauerland (2004).  For the exposition of the opposing grammatical view I rely on Chierchia 
et al. (in print).  Against this background, I introduce the some of the more or less recent 
contributions on the debate, especially the discussion of disjunctions (e.g. Sauerland, to 
appear), the free-choice puzzle and its treatments by Fox (2007) and Geurts (to appear), 
as well as recent discussions of experimental data by Chemla (2009), Sauerland (2010), 
and Chemla & Spector (to appear).

QUALITY AND QUANTITY  The maxims of quality and the first maxim of 
quantity (see below) are the essential assumptions from which any Gricean account of im-
plicatures proceeds.  However, there are more possibilities to construe this interaction than 
is standardly assumed, and I want to argue for a novel variant of the Gricean approach 
promoting quality 1 over quality 2.  The standard Gricean account assumes that listeners 
assume in a violation of quantity 1 that the speakers need to satisfy quality 2 was the rea-
son.  But this runs into trouble with free choice phenomena as especially Fox (2007) has 
shown.  I introduce instead an approach that assumes the primarily quality 1 is blamed for 
violations of quantity, and only if that assumption is unreasonable, listeners revert to quan-
tity 2.  I show that the new approach solves the free choice problem within the Gricean ap-
proach.  Time allowing, I also address repair implicatures, a second issue that has been 
considered problematic for the Gricean approach. Grice's (1989) maxims: QUALITY: Try to 
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make you contribution one that is true. 1. Do not say what you believe to be false. 2. Do 
not say that for which you lack evidence. QUANTITY: 1. Make your contribution as infor-
mative as is required (for the current purposes of the exchange).
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