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Descrizione 

 

Experimental pragmatics has seen a huge development since the 

beginning of the present century. Though it now encompasses 

many domains, from contrastive reference to irony, it began with 

the debate between neo- and post-Griceans around scalar 

implicatures. The course will introduce the debate and show the 

advantage of an experimental approach for making progress on the 

theoretical front.  

1st Lecture: Historical overview of implicatures, neo- 
and post-Gricean approaches and differential 
predictions 
The notion of an implicature was introduced by Grice in 1975. He 

distinguished between conventional and conversational 

implicatures, and, among conversational implicatures, between 

those that are strongly context-dependent (called Particularized) 

and those that are context-dependent at all (called Generalized). 

Later developments led to a debate between neo-Griceans (who 

endorse the distinction and propose a lexico-semantic solution for 

one type of Generalized Conversational Implicatures, Scalar 

implicatures) and post-Griceans (who reject the distinction and 

propose an inferential-pragmatic solution for all conversational 

implicatures). These two types of approaches make entirely 

different predictions relative to interpretation and cognitive cost in 

the derivation of scalar implicatures. 

2nd Lecture: Cognitive costs of scalar implicatures 
Neo- and post-Gricean accounts differ on two main grounds: the 

frequency with which pragmatic (vs. semantic) interpretations are 

accessed, and the differential between the time necessary to access 

either interpretation. Both of these indicators can be interpreted in 



terms of cognitive cost. The different predictions of the neo- and 

the post-Gricean approaches have been experimentally tested, both 

among children and among adults, through a variety of 

experimental paradigms.  

3rd Lecture: Global and local resolution of scalar 
implicatures 
While the neo- and the post-Gricean accounts do not differ in 

terms of whether the pragmatic interpretation is accessed online 

(locally, when the scalar trigger occurs) or not (globally, at the end 

of the sentence), the original Gricean account, which still has a 

few followers, clearly was a globalist account. This other aspect of 

scalar implicatures has also been experimentally investigated 

through a variety of experimental paradigms, targeting either non-

embedded or embedded implicatures.  

4th Lecture: 15 years afterwards, what is the impact of 
the experimental literature on the theory?  
Scalars have been extensively investigated for the past fifteen 

years. A few fairly clear results have been obtained: it appears that 

scalar implicatures are never automatically derived and that they 

are indeed costly. Additionally, it seems that they can be accessed 

both locally and globally. This has led to new theoretical 

developments on the neo-Gricean side of the debate, illustrating 

the interest of experimental approaches for theoretical progress.  
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Descrizione: 

 

The interpretive properties of the non-finite complements of verbs 

of propositional attitude still hold as one of the most elusive 

phenomena at the syntax/semantics interface. In syntactic terms, 

this is the domain of Control, more exactly of Obligatory Control 

(OC). In this course, we will see that the syntactic and semantic 

investigation of control phenomena has largely resulted in two 

distinct streams of research, still in need to be amened to a unitary 

analysis. I will argue that control phenomena represent an 

extraordinary window on the interface between language and other 

cognitive systems, and in particular for the exploration of the 

external functional pressure that the systems of interpretations 

pose on syntactic architecture. Specifically, I will consider the role 

of metaphysical constraints on reference and the subtle interplay 

between syntax and so-called ‘pragmatic enrichment’, by means of 

which the content of an utterance comes to contain contextually 

implied aspects of meaning that are not part of what the utterance 

literally means. 

1st Lecture. A Brief History of Control and Raising 
I will offer a general presentation of the two main constructions in 

which an argument of the main predicate is connected to a gap in 

the subject position of the non-finite embedded clause: raising and 

control. Starting from the observation that the same predicates tend 

to be used in raising and control across languages (for instance, 

aspectual and modal predicates in raising, propositional, factive 

and desiderative predicates in control), I will discuss both 

differences and commonalities between these two constructions, 

exploring the various degrees of syntactic and semantic 

integration, and some of the theoretical consequences of this 

analysis.  

2nd Lecture. Two Puzzles on Control: Compulsory de 
se and Partial Control 
Obligatory Control structures are strictly committed to a de se 

reading of the understood subject of the embedded clause. For 

instance, in Italian we cannot use the sentence “Modiano pensa di 

essere un grande scrittore” to describe a situation in which 

Modiano thinks of the author of a novel that he is reading that this 

author is a great writer, without being aware of the fact that this 

author is he himself. On the other hand, many control predicates 

give rise to interpretations in which the understood subject of the 

non-finite complement properly contains the referent of the higher 

subject (the controller), as in “Modiano wants to meet tomorrow 

morning”. This is the poorly understood phenomenon of partial 

control. I will illustrate some of the issues connected to the 

existence of cases of grammaticalized de se and some of the issues 

connected to partial control. 



3rd Lecture. Towards a Solution: Metaphysical 
Necessity and Pragmatic Enrichment 
I will provide some potentially far-reaching directions of inquiry 

into the nature of grammaticalized de se, by exploring the 

hypothesis that a specific variety of de se is responsible for the fact 

that the lower subject in control structures is not realized as a 

standard (pro)nominal constituent (argument-identification). I will 

argue that this variety of de se, characterized by a property to 

which philosophers refer as ‘immunity to error through 

misidentification’ (IEM), involves metaphysically driven 

referential indistinguishability between argument positions. As for 

partial control, I will sketch a line of analysis according to which 

its core properties reduce to a syntactically governed mechanism 

of pragmatic enrichment, and I will present other independent 

manifestations of this mechanism in control structures. 

4th Lecture. Language and Experience: Experimental 
Perspectives  
Control structures, inasmuch as they are subject to IEM-effects, 

constitute direct experience reports at the interface between 

language and phenomenal consciousness. I will illustrate some of 

the consequences that reference to phenomenal experience has for 

the theory of reference, based on some of the ontological 

properties of experiences (uniqueness, omniscience, ontological 

minimalism). Moreover, I will present some of the results 

achieved in the ongoing investigation of the neurocognitive 

correlates of conscious and phenomenal experience, which make 

the prospects for a fruitful interdisciplinary cooperation among 

linguistics, neuroscience and the philosophy of mind. 
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