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M.

On Commonalities and Differences between Speech Act Theory and
Conversational Implicature Theory

YIN Fu

(School of Foreign Languages Changzhou Institute of Technology, Changzhou 213002, China)

Abstract: Speech act theory and conversational implicature theory are among the important theories in pragmatics.

Although the analysis of their commonalities and differences reveals their sharing of the same origin, speech act theory

emphasizes doing things with words with the philosophical idea “Using constitutes the purpose” and conversational

implicature theory stresses the context function with “Ego cogito”. While the two theories are related not only in

cognitive context, figures and context theory but in mental space theory and prototype theory as well, the former theory

focuses on cognitive context, figures and context theory and the latter on mental space theory and prototype theory. The

comparison of the two theories also shows they both lay stress on the importance of images, discourses and discourse

coherence, but the former theory takes the speech act as a basic unit of meaning emphasizing the meaning as a

derivative form and the latter puts forward the commnicative intent focusing on the speaker. Moreover, locutionary acts

are explicit and perlocutionary acts are implicit

Key Words: speech act theory; conversational implicature theory; commonalities; differences
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