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Background Readings:

Lycan, W., The Philosophy of Language, ch. 13.

Questions:

(1) Is there a clear distinction between what a sentence literally says, what it

conventionally implies and what it conversationally implies?

(2) What is the relation between speaker meaning and conversational implicatures?

(3) How, if at all, do the words ‘and’ and ‘but’ differ in meaning?
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