Philosophy of Language: Wittgenstein




Prof. Boedeker

More on Grice and Searle

1a. S utters “p”.

1b. S intends (= “means” in one sense) to utter “p”.

2a. S means x (= performs illocutionary act x) in uttering “p”.

2b. S intends (= “means” in one sense) to mean x (= to perform illocutionary act x) in uttering “p”.

3a. S performs perlocutionary act a by uttering “p”.

3b. S intends (= “means” in one sense) to perform perlocutionary act a by uttering “p”.

A. First off, note that (3b) occurs only if (2b) also occurs, and that (2b) occurs only if (1b) also occurs. 

[It’s also true that (3a) occurs only if (2a) also occurs, and that (2a) occurs only if (1a) occurs – but this won’t play a role in our considerations.]

B. Grice holds that (2a) occurs only if (3b) also occurs.  This is because Grice holds that for S to mean x by uttering “p” is just for S to intend for S’s utterance of “p” to have a particular perlocutionary effect on the hearer.

Because (3b) occurs only if both (1b) and (2b) also occur, Grice is committed to holding that (2a) occurs only if both (1b) and (2b) also occur.

C. Searle takes his example of the American soldier in WWII to imply that Grice is wrong to hold that (2a) occurs only if (3b) also occurs.

Instead, Searle holds that (2a) occurs only if (2b), but not necessarily (3b), also occurs.  This is because Searle holds that the meaning of an utterance is governed not just by speaker’s intentions, but also by conventions.  And only illocutionary effects, not perlocutionary ones, are governed by conventions.

Because (2b) occurs only if (1b) also occurs, Searle is committed to holding that (2a) occurs only if (1b) also occurs.

D. The diary and auction cases on the handout on Searle’s Speech Acts imply that Searle is wrong to hold that (2a) occurs only if (2b) also occurs.

The blurting case implies that Searle is wrong to hold that (2a) occurs only if (1b) also occurs.

Thus a Wittgensteinian conclusion: under normal conditions of communication, (1a) is sufficient for (2a) to occur.  (For a rough definition of normal conditions of communication, see the handout on meaning in the Philosophical Investigations.)  This is something denied by both Grice and Searle. 

