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Pre-Thesis: Mis-Words
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strictly part of the thesis, this is a
ininary look at many of the problems it
res. Reading it will serve to crient
eader to those problems, although my
2wW3 nave changed in certain ways as they
ave developed, :
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The vroblem that vexes me in this paper was elegantly stated
by William James in 1890. ‘What kind of a "mental fact"™, he asks,
i3 the intention of saying a thing befere it is said? "As the

words tnat replace the antlicipatory intention arrive, 1t welcomes

3

them successively and calls them right if they agree with it, it
rejscts them and calls them wrong 1if theyv do not. It has

therefore a nature cf 1ts own ¢f the most positive sort, and vet
“nat can we say apoub 1t without using words that belong to the

. . . ,
iater mental facts tha
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“o-5nv-30-and-30 13 the only nare it can reczive" (p. 253).
Despite the popularity of this gucotation with workers in the

ul and interesting research, no-one

seems to have tackled the James problem head on. Mechanisms for
zattinzg fron intenbtions to formulations nave bDeen proposed, and

tiona mads aboudt the nature of those intentions: my ainm

assumptl
tere i35 %o gusstion some of those assumptions, and by doing so Lo
shecd some light on that problem, and on the nature of mind. It
i3 widely accentad that the capaclity to account for errors 1is tas
hesr test of nheories cof speecrn production, and that is what 1
lock at bDelow

i very widespreac assumption Is tnat, Lo get from a
Ara-yernal intention to an utierance, the speaker must have



access Lo a '"mental lexicon” in which the meanings of the words
of his language are defined. The supposition is that the orderly
display of word meanings and their interreiationships which the

linguis

cr

attempts nas - must have ~ a mental_or even neurclogical
equivalent. Most research in this area has assumed the necessity
of such a mental lexicon, and some has even supposed that James's
mysterlious "intenticn to say so-and-so" can be replicated by
definitions of tne words to be gaid. The assumption of a mental
dictionary rests in turn on a crisp distinction between knowledge
of the meanings of words and knowledge ¢f the world. As we see

from the differe

o3
O
4]

between dictionaries and encyclopaedias 1t is
often practical to make such a distinction, but there are

corntexts in which it locks-arbitrary.

On tne face of it, slips cof the fongus Iinvolving proper
namas are no different frem other slips, and a mental search for
the right proper name is just & speclal case of a search for the
right werd 3ut there are important differences, arising from
the fact that proper names refer to individuals rather than -
iike, say, btachelor - scris ¢f thing. No matter how weli
organized a mental lexicon mignt te, 1t will not contain eﬁtries_
whicn define the mearing of proper names without recourse to
descrinptions of tne world. To demenstratzs that I know what

4]

"Cleopatra's Needle' means I can elther point to 1%, or tell you

what I know about that oblect. "It's a wall, carved, monolith;
stands on the Embankmenst nigar Temple Station; was brought thers a
long time agos", and 30 on, with progressive vagusness. The word
"wacheler" is exhnaustively defired by "unmarried man", that is

furtner about bachelors wiil
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is defined,
proper names
lcoks them up

And yet,

names may not strictly be part of The Language,

wreng, or

words.

us look at scme exampies of getftting proper names wrong.
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throughout. Annie was a colleague of A's, and a friend - also

it now appopeared, an envied rival.

4 sort of proper names slip which must be familiar to most
people is sitling confusion. Or, closely parallel, the black
mald servant may be Lthought of as Viols because that's what th
former black mald was called. As well as cases of substitutio

cf propner names, I have z2lsc collected somz hlends: a
beyear-oid's "Little Red Muffet™; a grown man's "Das Kampf'"; m
own "Anger Under the Elms" and "Desire and After" (transpose ti
first werds for the correct titles). What all these cases hav:
had in common, 1s that it is possible - with the relevant
«nowledge - to construe a uniting category for the targst and

error wWwords, or for the blended phrases.

hey differ from strictly semantic errors in that the

rezlevant knocwledge is not language-comnmunity wide, the uniting
catzgory not encoded in the languzage. Slins of trnis kird ars r
confined Lo proper nanes. A friend of mine witn 5 children anc
cats explained the fact that ny cats were sniffing the hem of ¢

skirt 2y saying that it had "brushed against the children's
faeding bowls" - when she meant, of ccourse, to say "the cats'".
Caz=2s like these sugg=sst that the difference batween

including only what we 21l know, i we know the meaning of thne
;ord a2t all Cnly stable categories which hold good frem any
noint 27 viaw get encoded in the language.

nus, Ln tne contexts 1o Wwhich I thought of her as Julia,
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as those of Julia; that 1s, they were both female editors who
gave me work and treated me inordinately well. Or again, in the
context of that conversation, Alice and Annie were both
successful, envied, rival female friends, and sc on.

So, what does ail this mean for the assumption that speakers

must have access Lo a 'mental lexicen'? That assumption is

3
4]
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predicated on a convictlion that, in order to find the words which
mean what we want to say, - in order in fact, tc know what they

mean - we must have defipnitions of them in our minds. 4 good

example of a semantic slip whicn fits this view, 15 shrinkled, a

[

bDlend of shrivelled and wrinkled. "Shrivel™ and "wrinkle" have

obvicusly related meanings, with "shrivelled"” entalling

Twrinkled", and a lexicon would dispglay that relationship. it
Seems a natural step to explain fthe error by the adjacency of the
two words in a mental ilexicon. Perhaps Wwe can explain the proper

name slips in the same way. by being more liberal about what can
st S
set 1

Let us look more closely at tne Pat-Julla case. Say they

ware betn entered in my mental lexicon, marked as Work-giving,

Female ¥Xind Zditor, plus some distingulishing characteristics
each. Wnzn I thought of Pat as "Julia”, I wasn't thinking that
she was Julia. The wrong cne was being mis-named by me; I did

rnot have the wrong ore irn mindc. Clearly, cne has a hold of

“hougnt-2bout object iandepen ingulstic representation
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nrovided by 1ts name. iz tnat ncld on tnz object conferred by
its definiticn? The problem iz that for 2 proper nams We must
have a flexibhle aspen-ended definiticon, Which cannot exhaust Lne
meaning of Lhe name, and can never, therefore, be an adequzte
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substitute for 1it.

Alsc, being flexible and people being what they are,
everything about the Y"definition" can c¢hange, even the sex
marking, and even its heading, the name itself. What gives the
"definition" 1ts 1identity through time is its being about the
same object, which in turn depends on the thinker/speaker knowing

wnat obliect 1t is that has these shifting attributes,

[

ndependentiy of any particular description of it. It is

h
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fore possible to kneow what some words mean - to speak and

cr

understand and think with them - without access to a definition
af them. And we must expilain some blends of similar meanings,

caning-likeness between target and error word,

=
4]

without postulating a mental lexicon.

ALl tnis goas to show not only that proper names cannot be

s

1

usefully accommodated in a menta: lexicon, but alsoc that a mental
lexicon cannot be necessary {or speech production. For, as I
nave ramarkad, pDroper names are pares of speech. A theorist who
Wwishes t2 maintain a mental lexlcon to explalin meaning-related

, and the "tip-of-the-tongue

Ly

blends and target-error word

shencmenon™ {in which the s2archer often comes up witn
semantically similar terms), nmust find a different explanation
for tne carallel ochenomena Wiitn Droper names The exlstence of
sermanticaliv relatad blends, etc., 100ks lika very shaky grcunds
for peliaving in 2 mental lexicon Irdeed, the widsly known fact
trat we oleand sentences with similar meznings - whilch we den't,
of course Tind ready-macs - also reguir=es an explanatlion wnich

dnesn's rely on prior adlacency arnd snould alrsady have cast
oe aly 1 - j
daunt on one idesa that semantic word oilands, etc., consiitute
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evidence that we possess the mental equivalent of a dictionary.
411 the same, none of this goes to show that we don't have a
mental lexicon, only that there are grounds for supposing we
don't always nesd one.

Aithough nothing I have said has proved that we do not
possess a mental lexicon in which most of the words of our
language are explicitly defined, there are still further reasons
for doubting 1fs existence. As we shall see in more detail
later, the 1diosyncratic category relations we have found are not
confined teo proper names - the cats/children case is not a freak.
Also, at lesast in the case of speech production, it is not clear
what the explanatory value of a mental lexicon is supposed to be.
If 1in the ordirnary life situation of looking for the right word

loasing definition walting to home 1n on the mot
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the mystery is simply displaced. For it must be just
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the right definition for the word we want to say, anc the

eastior now is, how do we find that, and recognize it as right?
NDefinitions of definitions would lead at once to an infinite

If a speaker's intention is sufficiently focused to
pick out ftne right definition,-why isn't it good enough to pick

ous the rignt word? As far as speech production geces a layer of

rarions of word-meanings seems otiose.

Cases 1ike Lthose e
o 5 T = - T o~ —~ ]
discarpninle meaning-relatezdness whichn 13 nobt ztrichtly semantic,



-12-

that there are no satisfactory criteria for distinguishing a
category of Freudlan errors has been seen by some researchers as
a ¢ifficulty in the way of studying them (see, e.g., Ellis).
But, {a) 1t is just as much a difficulty in the way of studyicng
semantic errors that there is no neat cub-off point between them

—

anc Freudian cnes, and (b) uncertainty about how to categorize

L
@)

data es not prevent it from being data. As far as I know,
Baars et al are the first and only researchers in the field to

attempt Lo demonstirate the existence of Freudian arrors

With Motley, Baars devised a metnod of inducing speech

2rrors in tne laboratory. Their first experiments were with

chonological errors: "The subject saw these word-nairs, one at a
tine, for 1-2 seconds eacn, G00D BOY GO BACK GIVE RBCOX BAD COCQF.©

uced the target error - GAD BOCOF - significantly
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frequently with tals phonclogical bpias. They went on to use 2
semantic hHias, sucih as preceding GAD BCCF with TERRIBLE ERROR,

in found a significant increase 1n spoonerisms - subjects

)
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were inclined to say "bad goof" in these circumstances. Next

they attacked Freudian siips. They prepared lists of word pairs

o

in which half the target spoonerisms wWere electric shock related,
such as SEAD BOOK/834D SHOCK, wnile the other nalfl were related to
tne sexually atiractive oroperties of females, such as LICE
[SGS/NICE LEGS. Al the subjects were male, and they were
divided into three groups: '"one group was told that 1t might
recsive aslactric shock during tne experiment while another groug
nad a very attractive Tanmale experimenter, provocatively dressed,
272 a control group recsived neliner treatment™ {p. 24). The
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were very satisfactory, with the appropriate groups
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ling the relevant error rate,
The explanatiocn Baars offers for the brilliant success of
experiments he cz2lls "the competing plans hypothesis". Thus,

he semantic case, reading the words terrible error primes an

intention to express that idea, which competes with the plan to

speak the target words. The plan to express the idea of a
frightful mistake 1s not a complete or cleosed plan, or BAD GQOF
wouldn't do. A plan, Bzars says, 1s "a representaticn of a

reasonably complex acticn, existing prior to that action, and
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ing into some set of programs and sub-goals which can carry

tha action in detail”™ {p. 7). The function of a2 plan, then,
0 sel scme programs going with the purpose of carrying out an
on; the detalls are specifisd in the programs, not in the

)

The 1dea that slips of ths btongue are caused by competing

)

Freud's ocwn nypothesis that thesy

3

5 2 stronger verslon
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caused by "simultaneous excitations”. Although many slips
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be explained by the comp 2lans hypothesis, it seems to

hat there are reasans for preferring a weaker formulaticn.

edly) "Yes, yes, we'll discard the

Le

-
L
T
O
-y
4+
3
oS
—
bt
93]
3]
=y
o3

Mrs. Th

o3}

er in committee”™, her plan to Jo just that inappropriately
mohaed gver her pian to clalm "tne matter" as a topic to be
ued, ind "What 2 good colour tnese trousers were” i3 a

1t of competition detween "what a good buy they were” and

2t 2 good colour they ara”.  Butl there are a number of cases
1icn, Gthough the notiorn of comperitlon 1s explanatory, it
not seem to bDe competing olans Wwhich cause the slip.
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Reading a children's tale out loud, I spoke of the pirates -
returning to their ship after an all-night party - as "reclling to
the ship", when it should have been "rowing". A thought about

the drunken pirates had intruded, but I certainly had no plan

@

ot

her to say or do anything about them. Or when someone wrote
"regular week-end gatherings of foster parents and their children
will be helled™, it was surely bdecausg a thought about what those
weekends would be like had intervened, rather than any kind of
plan.

Tven Baars's own experimentally induced Freudian slips don't
seem “c me well explained by his hypotheszsis. Baars likens the
way a rlan sets programs going to the way a general commands his
sucordinates, leaving the detalls of execution up toc thenm. 3ut

£ 1is the general telling them to de? FPresumably

1

in this case, wn

he i3 commanding thenm to do something about the threatened shock

or the attractive  lady. 4 plan 15 usually a sericus intention to

y out a specific action, zZchiesve 2 particular end. We have

£

no rezson to suppose tnat the subjects had such serious

is evident that they were thinking about
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circumstances, they had no chance to do anything constructive -
wen as flee ftne iab or maks 2 pass - but the word-pairs offer =z
chance to do what they can £o express their thought. The moral
seams to be, those that can, do; those that can't, talk.

Sc, the picture we have sc far 15 of competing thoughts
zout tnls and ftnat: thoughits which are struggling to be

exnressed {either in action or in words). Baars says that "tne

comneting plans hypotnesls lszds Lo a concephtion of normal
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-free speech as inherently involving a consideration of

for producticn which are reviewed and edited

{abstract). The competing thoughts nypothesis

On my view it is only when it is

ful
<

are thinking about, thai we need to "consider

for production”. Otherwise, which thoughts

depends cn how pressing are the

3 lad
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rise to them. it 1 the will athe than

tion which determines which thoughts triumph

exoressed.
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ired. I nave spoken 0f "connecting

categorlies'": what is a category? As I have been using it, it
ceuld be anything from a natural kind - which holds universally

to the-obliects-on-this-table - which form a coherent lot only
here and now in this room for these psople.

In fact, nene of my cases i35 at either extreme, but they lie
along the contianuum between. I have described the middle set of
errors ahbovée as "naving Lo do with the lives peopnle leagd". The

speaker looking for his transistor radio while announcing a

search for hnis "cassette", used ooth these objects te provide
partable, elescirical, entertainment - wnhnich was what he wanted

“he radio for. The speaker who spoke of the fair as "the zoo”
would use either 23 a place to take the cnildren and nave a good
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"ralas plaved in Life” But what of the language-encoded
an “ne sepantic extreme? 5Should they, also, be
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&t all. The speaker isrmotactually thinking efftheswrong
ebject, oF it weuldnat be thewwrong object; Sosbows.daeessthename
of a wromng obpzct - one not thought of - comettomind? Let us
lock againat the Rat/dulia case. Reecall that ittwas enly in

certain contexts that I:'theught of-Pat as: "dulias, namely these

contexts when the commoncnolesboth-playedimn my life-were what

mattered. NoWw,cconcemnsranaiters i inteeests, are the active

ingredients: of the smindt :theyyareswhat accourtt for particular
intentienscer:thoughts:; dtis, : propase, this active nature of
= concerm which-mnust explain:the fact thaiithe wrenag:nadme gets
"activateg™.

He nowrhave adrasis for incegrating the explanations of
slips-arising from-'campeting thoughts”, and these 1l have just
beendiscussing. In the Prst place; meaning-related hlends. like
shrinkled, chittermngsup; ,slogging: himself,, husculine blend
alternative -expressions of the:same coneern the wrinkles, the

mess, the effort, ,che: butch ma. =25 and the same istrue of
sentence blends: like wha::a:g::colour-these: trouserss were, and

it's handy-living-en:a North/South-access. @wadithen there are
revealsitself,, such

cases:in whichza:different ccncarr inurudes,

2:S:Mrsrihateher'sx(allegedl:disearc: ~ = natterincammittee, and

baers's Freudian resutt.

The picture of the=mine: which emerges:1.3 one-of seething
activity; .arigsingsfroen =»: many:interasts or coneemnscwof the
thinker/person. These concer. 303 vy be immediate -and.Beetiagwor

Persistent and inexhaustible,-trivial or-weignty, weak or strong.
Anas they are like:depends on-14 re: -ations between their cojects

a20 She-peraco-eoncerned: wa: C:ay cave Ir. commonsds:that they
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give rise CO particular thougiits or actions about theseobjects.
Nie-eount-as chinking or talking-abeout:semething if we-make a

predication-of it; mvhetherawe: are eantent with 'ones-neagre

peedication depends on haw:interested we.are. Evenin the near
mechanica: case iof reading afamiliar tale ewt loud, the reader
was for n mementiinterested enaugh:teo think beyond the given
words:-so-what ‘the ipirate s and-theirsparty-were ilike. Anything
relevant to-a-caencer may be activated by any other relevant
thing (weord, sentence. object, coneern)’Y in the light of »
coneern,i.e. from the point of view conferred o Vi it, diffecences
between:things may be; or:seemota e mmrelevant.

Given chis picture of the-mind,, what does James's' finttention
to say semeihing befarei: is said™" look like? I see an
intention. as a particular-pseduct 30 some intecest: interests are
fulbled,/intentionsrexpressed,, inrdeeds as veeil as vortes. An
inwension 1O SAy Samething efare:it is said issexactlyy as
MY:-35901:8-a3:an intention 80 co something-befere:it is done
(verv), and we can ne moresay anything:WiS00Ou D wordszabout the
049 Shan we can 220ut the ather. The peculiarity an the

intension-co-say;cases arises from their end, not fromitheir

initiation: .«Chare-is:a further-peculiarity in c2s:s where doub
9/1323 800.7 \WW08: :c.cay-or dc, forwhen the doubt is about what
La be De bald then what 10 3a7:itsek-becomes-an-object of
concern. |: maysseem-Pron-Caede remarts Enar - a:mddentifying
mind wiSh wilL., and making-Canguage = s.3ve 13 thought; these
Saferances are conoraiic:e:-04: my torch89m:Q g tresis.
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Chapterx @neldntroduction

Whitingsthis boeekhas not heen a matter of displaying a

prerarchained structune,, VOj‘f‘fCﬂd)QWing magaule cleardy mapped owd
in advanee. Only itssaimm has been cearrtram: thesstact: I have
wished to understand aswell as possible the relation bebwmeen
language and thought. Puesudirzg tthis aim has involved taking as
little :as:possiale for granted: andshaaing teccount on clues,
huncehes,lluck. A recurring theme of the thesisiis that thimking
L:3npotamatier-of Pading truths and trying them aut. an
interplay between certaintyyanek uncerainty,ybetweeawihat may and
what may ot be takernofok granted, sis: ac eentral characteristic of

serious thought which necessitates a relianee:oengLessweork.  The

thesis itself ilustratessthis theme.
Vy eerdral assumption, ebviously enaugh, has beencthat there
L3 a relation-between Language a@nd-thaught. That 1 have not
questionad. Like meost peopie-wheivertheught about it at all,
I've: felt sure that some suchrelation mustobdain. Yet it
cannot be mesethanahunch/whiewe canmotsaywhatithe selation
is. Tne eason it'ssso hard &0 say.what .it aswrs theat it's so
hard to separate language from thought, so hard even 4o discern
where ithe houndacees lie. N@ direet attack sesgms pessible,, SO
alternative approaches must be sought by anyone tryingtto tackle
the problem. My own approachmay appear=pecversely circuitous
al::thesame, and requires: some explanation.
Both psycholoegists and philosephers:-may feel I've plunged
heedlessly thraugh their-territory, with: no regard for the local
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customs, without bethering to learn the langgage ., and even
failing: to- pay tribute where itwas due, neoticing; onlyy vwinat
suited no. Uhtforumnmadelyithereiis a goodiaaab ofitriuth in the
accusation. My general defemnge iis thrat,, because of the aitnm Twa
pursuing, IThaaze had to pass through so many:areas:withddifferen
custems=andlangdages,:that learning them alhweouldihaase bheen an
inpessible task for anyene -«certainly it wonlddhave-been forme
And.wehere tve faited toppayrtribude it's becausell hansantt
realised it was-due. Hadd paused: tosbecome expertin any of
those areas (e.t. psycholinguistics,, memery:theeyy, learning
theory, "cognitive: science", imagerny, "inner speecty';, theony of
mind, theory of meaning...), l:could have stayed there for the
rest of my Life. That said, |-have in fact tried-tac dearnra:s
mueh:as: | could By dipping-=asijudiciously as possible into the
relevant literature-scountingsom luck;, ,friends ; anddigood
guesswork to guide me.
in general,, the reader-shouldiremember that my guite
eclectic:and wide-ranging biblicgraphy indicates exterssive
dipping and not breadth of:learning. ltishould be created as a
guicde to further relevant material rather than as evidence ithat
I've-digested that material myself. [ stress thisspoint because
anyenewho forgets it isiliahle to think Im attacking positions
Elva never come across and:addressing issuesl've never
discerned.
©nithe whole, t've found that theemethod of psychology

eondemns:it 10 dealing with very small issues, from che

perspective.of the dahoeratory: But:once:l'd developed a: general
vie:.f my-own-based on obsemnvation oi human life at largs, 1



loeked for,,and: found,, stipport inrexpenmental psychology.
Philesephy canneotle wsed in the same avay;s sineel its sulbbstance:is
gshate. Seme of the issues I address belowhaveobeen live since
Platoe ofrbefore; aacka:full understanding 0f current~ecormment
would entail & grasp off two thousamd years of argument. Despite
my scant knewledgecof that debate, 1 have presumed to=argue.with
two widely read:and infRduential pphilosophicabpaperssnice’'s on
conversaton (1975); and Perunam's on maantng((1975). Ineach
case, doing soimvolved formulating: en initially inarticulate
dissatisfactionswithrwinat chey haddto say, and was extremely
helpfulin clardfyinginmy yyvown thoughts.

Although 1 take issue withh muchoof vwhattGrieessays in "Lagic
and Cenversation’, 1 whally concur with two of the points he
mekes, OpReis Mt:themzéims which guide convessation are -
special case ofrthase-which gquide all cooperationrbetween people.
The other is thatraccounting forrelevance inrasconversatiom must
involve the interestssand desires af'thespeaple concerrred. That
bPrstpaint-is a pakticulae instance: off what in retrospect
realise-ta havedeen a crucial sttategys in my: pwiendeavour:
namely, that of treatingnlanguagesassasspeeciak case obSomezmore
genefal phenemenanwhereverpossible. 1n this way, what is
peculiar te-langgage, what distinguishes it:mayybecome clear. L
was:careful, for exaraple,wheredebPnng relevance, to-give it ts
moest.general passible:dePnitioamand net srestrict:it 10 a
linguistic: application. Actions;,, pictures, tools;, people, etc:
cah all be relevant or irrelevant as well as utterances. Forging
3 dePbnition for all these: cases iavalved:bringing iniinterest,
which 1S-a-crucial factor across The whole sange. in the long



FuR, wWhat may havesbeendorGreeagquite subsidiaty point, has
been-a dominatingtheme of:thethesis: namely, that understanding
why :semethingsis relevant to:appersoniwillepiail attibuting ap
interest arinteestsstaodhat person.

As the lastparagraph suggests, the question of relevance
has proved: a-eentralcconcearnnn this thesis. But why? Why
relevance, whatrhas it got to do with the question of the
relation betveen langiiage and thinking? Histonically, the faet
is thhat [ didn't kneww where to beggm in tackling the: major
guestion. But:| founddithe=notiom cftrelevance (and interest)
esserttial in1y explanation of slips offthe:tongue, and all

dee’'s' eonmveesational maxims turped ut to felloww fresm the
obligatiomto beaelevant: Furthrernarare s myyown SupLemisor,
Deirdre Wilson, was treating relevance as-at the core of the
pragmatic theony, she: was developing with BanSperber. But chere
S presumably -a feaserr for this history,, amexplanation forwhy
relevance appears centrally:in all these contexts. From the
penspective: | have:now, | icarmnsee thiat.it:rmust bes beecanuse

coherencerandintelligibility are prerequisites of both €ffective
talking and effective thinking. And the underlying principle of

both coherenceranddntelligibility issrelevance.
Ghe coherenee-of any collection-or sequence: depends on

whether its pars are-relevant 50 the same: interest {s), and: i
SC, how. And only what is:coherent can be undetsteed. Since

'interest: must caver-the:range from a merest Ricker to a raging
chsession, it follaws.that:-reasonr-depends essentially on
unreason. It also:follews:from the- interest- dependency of
intelligibility,: that-there-must decar: intimate relation-between



relevance, interest and meaning. 1n exploring that relationship
T enceagain adopted:-thesstrateqy of considerig:the dapic -
meaning - [ itS Hroadestcontext:before-narrowing the analysis
to linguistic meaning.

Having consideradssemerof tbhe-ramifReations of
non-inguisticcmeaning; 4, turnech to Putnamy's'views on-meaning in
tanguage, as expounded:in "Fhe Meaning.of "Meaning™. There 1
found:asgreatdeak to-aegree \with;inppanticidarthatlinguistic

medanngsis: essemiallyssocial, mad thatilde ntity is
interest-relative. n my view, the detects of his position
derive principally/fronmhissteadency to treat society as
basicallyy homoageneous; its constituents divvidéed only by degree of
scientiPec-expertise: Henge he fails tocadlow forthere being
distinet: communities of interest within a sockety, each«with:its
own:expertise:and its own: capacity to-establish: linguistic
meaning. Furthermore, he seemsdo forget that societies are
ultimately composed of individuals; anc:ctaims that because
linguistic meanings are secial, they are therefore "not i che
heaet. IR fact; the oppesiteconclusion surely follows; even
without bringing-in considerations:coneerning meaning:in general.
And-my-main Pnding-about-reaning in-generakwasthat it is
interest-dependent. Interest PeiNg A primarily psycholagical
characteristic - meaning issalways at least partly #in the head".
What distinguisnes linguistic meanings:is not that they are "not
in the.-head", butthatthey:are-in many-heads; and therefore
beyond the-control-of the individual, 1t foltoves from this,
later alia, that the relation:between-language and:thinking:is in
part a relation.hetween a society and the inaividerals w <
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compose it-
Parallel to-that distinction betweer. language as primariy
secial, and thinking as primariy:individual,:is the fact that
while speech: isapublic affair, thinking: at least:begins as a
private one. This makes thinking harder:to investigate. #ow can
1 bnd out about another persan:s private weorld, unless they
ehogserto disclose itttame? fndiif they do, then the tool they
use to reveal theirthoughts tecme will :.0b caurse:be:-langtiage.
1t has seemed tonme that thecsanly waray out of this bind was to
have recourse:to inthospection. A possible alternative strategy
wauld have:been do:scourithe literature for references to
peopie's inner lives - examples:abouind. But that might heve been
deemed;just as dubious by anyene who disapproves of
non-experimental psycholegical inquiry,,and it weould: have spoiled
My pleasdee:in a good:beok. As a psycholegical tool,
intraspection has been out of favour for most-of this century,
for the-good reason that itssdate: cannot be cheeked. But the
metheds of:the laboratory, although they:yield results which can
e checked .anddauble-checkedqand turned into the mest rigorous
statistics . seem incapable of yielding any-but:the-most:trivial
insights into-the.inner-liferefthe-mind: Anyway, experirrental
resultsscan-only a provide a basis from which inferences about
inmer processesscambe:-made (JUSE &S everyday behaviour provides
such 2 bhasis,. Flowever carefulthe experiments, there &= me
empirical guarantee of psyehological cenclusigns erawn fram them.
=ven given the drawhacks of experimenta: psychotegy, doesnt
the uncheckabiiity ©f intftespection completely:disgualify:it as

an alternative? Even supposing-that1 &@m:a-eliable witness to
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the contents of my mind, nothing follows about other pegple's
mings from my Pndings abeut My ewil.  Firsthy,, | would reply that
any theory ofmind should be capahle of accounting for. mine as
well as for any other. Secondly, the Padings.ef introspection
aren't as inaccessible to other people:as:all that - amywre can
do:it, iie:.introspect, withh a2 little ceffort: INnsofaras other
peaple’s introspection yietdssresults svhich: parallel my, awn, thes
my ndings are supperted. At the-beginning of Chapter 5 :
describe the-method Lve-used, and there-and: elsewhere 1 urge
certain easy mind-games onhthe gerder:in thei interaests of
previding empirical stipport farmy claims.

Haning sketchedssemerct thesgenerat peculiarities of my
appraach,’l shfiall outline thie form of the thesis,, chapter by
chapter. The Prst t;:ha;ppt&é praoper is the debate with Gricell
discussed:aboeve.lniit I conclude:thatiin the right

circumstances, the abligattemn:tecbe-informative follows from che
obligation to-be: relevant, while the obligations:tocbe: truthful,
orderly and succinet all follow. from the obligation co e

infarmative. Sosfor-understandingdiving-speeeh, . understanding
relevance would be aessential. 1n the mext chapter, 1 attempt to
analyse the notion of relevance. | concluce that, to bhe
sufbciently general-ta cover-all cases; relevance need ot
entail.infarmativeness, although it:often does.. THe fundamental
prereguisite of a relevant remarkin & conyversationsis. thatiit
should contribute to.2.common interest-or coneern {cleatly a
special case of a VEry general social rvied- A remark may do
that by areusing, expressing OF making-a-difference to the
outcome of = COMMON.ifterestor concerp. Froviding informetion



is = special case of making a difference tecthe-outcame of an
interest.. But.relevancee-alsechas a non-ssocial application, for
example,canet train of thiought may: be retevant oriirrelevant te
apother. Togenenalisedhe account tocthese:cases, private as
well as cammon rdnéece sisnrust enters thepp icture..

In the next chapter, | applyyy Padings about relevaneetto
same samples et actuabconversation: Irbnd:that the obligation
to be (relevantly) inferorativie applies when there: are: perceived
gapsin the fabric.of mutual certadnty within & eorsmmnunity of
interest.. Suth gaps artse=fronn doubt and ignoraneerselative o
cammomninderests, and appearaasiissues and guestions in
discourse. Atams giver: moment, the backgroinidoof relevarit
mutual knowkedgefor undetstanding: an: utteraneenill be
determined by whathas-made a diference do:the current form of
the interesti(s) in play. Coentiibuting newiinformationentails
changing that backgraund by afedcting:theiimterests of ttie people

concered. Muiaiis mutandis; ,these: conclusions apply to persoenal

as welllas commoen kinowledge.

My next move is fromthe exteraal realmof puhbliec space to
the internal weorld of the mind. My Prst aim was:to fomnid cout
what sort of -psychoelogical:phenemenoananinterestiis. 1
concluded that as well as being a repository of information, ar.
interest.is a proeductive-force froimewhich thoughts andiimages as
well as speech and actions, Row. We ali-have: azgreat:many

interests-at varying degress of arousal. Tie more Highly
arcused, the mere likely an interest isstocproduce some activity
either in.the. external world or in whatil've called ‘cognitive

spaece!. Unless and.until an:interestiis satisbied (a desire
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fulklled; anissuereselved,, ete:) themnactivities-preducad by
it serve to maintain itsslevel oharcusal; by feeding:back inte
itc.

The imagery«we prodizceranly feeds daacksneably iinte
interests: which give riseda it, though: ihmaynsometimnes-aroase
other interests;, and thereby bring other infarmation jinto play.
But our intenral vwhaﬁisali@mirﬁmabaﬁlw activate interests
ceyond these which gamve rise tocthem, because they connect with
the language system, whieh:is independent of:any: mdividual's
interests.. Certain-furthes-effeetss ofrverbalisation follow,
amongstthemost salient are: Rrstly that it is possible tto
exercise semecontrol omver the level of arousal offone'ssown
interests; secondly that=minimunm: effort gives accesssto masdnum

infermation; thirdly:that:ane can-make judgements-ina relatively
‘chiective’ Fashion; fourthly ocre can-fall prey to self-delusion;
bfthly one-can engage in lengthy internal debate.

Since meaning is clearly a central feature=of Language,
which intertwines with questions 8heut relevanee, that is my next
ropic, 06 the next two chapters,therprst is devoted 1o

nomlinguistic Meaning, and the second:to the debate with
Putham's views mentioned above. Meaning tUrns out to bemaet just

e e T

relevant. The-three aspests of meaningawhat:N means by X ; what
X means.SO M. and what X4neans: ¢an alkbe stated:in cerms of
what interest X expresses or-anouses; orwhat difference-X‘nmake
fto it,

there X has a conventional M*eaning -then-there-is a bxed
relation between whatit EXpresses-and-what it arouses; these




will at:least overtap. Anddinguistic: meaning has. the facility
Rot enly of hitting:a: precise spot in a set of interests, but
through:the sentential form, of specifying er requestiig.
precise modibeation, k.e:.0f conveying ar reguesting exact
information.. The: ehapter en Putnas naraws the focus ta, word
meanings. I[N itd conelude: that the: extensien aof a term X' is
whatever weppeppleceall 10¢C, s intension issthes:current form
of the interest:that bearssthat name, that issrebably aroused by
that name. Its debnition issaadescription of the features that
distingyish dhat:formmy :such that:all-those withinnseme: ceaxmunity

of interest:-whe use that weard willk receghnise those distinetions.
Psychalagicallyy werd:meanings do not have an existence
independent of the whole set of a person's interests and
assmptions,hut are a relatively Pxed and rigid: subset of them.
th the next chapter L conclude that neither interests nor

cagnitive space are uniguely-htyman: Asetof interests, in the
sense - haveheensing.the-termis attributable to-all higher
animals, The outmeded psyehelogicat conceptof Wdrive' was a
erucle attempt to capture the phenemenon of interesti it iS
interest that-gets the hungry rat:through the maze. LLearning in
all creatures capable of it consists in: the modiPcation of
interests. But, thanksto-the-stable ard-well:meotivated
connections and-distinctions given N any language, and the
potent and-reliable eali on our interests exercised by words,
human.beings.acquire and-have-accessible-a-vastly greater range
cf information. The capacity to project material into cognitive
space, {0 recall the pass and-anticipate the future, is almost
certainly net exclusive €0 the human-raee. But we alone can



imagine ourselves speaking, and:listen to.what we say - ~ranguage
is a tool:.for amplifying:the-imagination" U Threugh language we
can detach ourselves frem aur own.private interests and assess
ouwr possible actions and utterances-from the point.ef view of
ethers' interestss Coghitive space issthe-playground of the
inragination,, home of the absentsniad, rehearsal reomrfoer the
grama of life; . and courthouseof the ‘superega’.
In my conclusions,:|l attempt:to translate my-bndinrgs: Nto
the vocabulary offsetne contemparary cagnitive dheokies.
'Propositiommal attitude! 'and 'interest '‘ass| have used iit, cover
the same rargeywithr thel mmportantxexoeption oftbediefs'in the
sense of assumptions, which:form:the hackground-of all ewr
atitudes s Farrfromassumptianssbeing; couched:in a 'language of

thought' which issmore objective and comtext-free than natural
lenguage andssubsisting independently Ot our mterests, an
assumption 1:S;:just a diffeeence-which: has been made to the
current formccof aniimnterest. The form: ofzan interest,lits
'schemq, is constituted by a set of assumptions; its contentiis
the energy which:activates:it. Se-am assumptioniis an €ffect on
the future expenditure of energy. The system ofrichly
interconnected: interests:| envisage is roughly eguivalent to the
network of-'sehemas assumed in S@me cuwenttheories - though
interest is crucially -moere-general than purpese. But, spreading
activation inescapably-depends on-what-matters<o:the'individeal
as well as an the prior-existeace of.connections; and those
connections must include the-ag:noc and ad hominem=as:well as

chose Laid down in the language:. MPformation:acquired relative

w« Qne interest.may-affect -other=related-interests directly, or
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it=may do so via formulation and:the; quest for:truth = whigh is
pot autematic.

This view of 'mind' as consisting.of tworcadically distingt
companehnts, one - the metwork ofiinterests - pestulated o
accountfor obsemnablecbehawviour; but fiot: itself ohservahle, the
other - cognitive space and-matetialtherein - itselfrsusceptible
to abservation, has evident parallels with, Freud's The
Uneonsaious and The Ceonzcious. RButl hold that he delimits that

distinctionswronglyy Deaspite the apparent centrality of desires
or drives in psychoanmalytic theony, as muehsasccurrent ceghitive
theory does itrestsson the false premise that rational beliefs'
and desikes:inmaahbit differernt realms. Immmy view, the
uncanscious: network; through:is:eapacity: tothe-moadikbed; is the
instrament 08 ail learning and the repeository-of all information.
And i-has as an exdensive subpart the self-consistent and

eli-motivvated semantic system of an individual' sslanguage.

Insefar as an interest.system constitutes a world view then
in being: partly. comprised: of the semantic system of a language,
What language that 1S Will: affect-the:ingividual' ssworld view.
However, pace:Sapir, Janguage can-exercise-no: ‘tyrannical-hotd'
because it structures orly Paft of an interest:system. Meaning
aLways-aces eeyond-the:strictly languagesgiven. Furthermore, the
structure-of che.semantic system itself depends on sommon
interests; and.each of:us: can affect those, and hereby affect
the available-meanings-within a community-of interest, =
accieny'. Speechis 3 000-for manipulating interest systems.
-insuage Is one of sacienu's mest-effective ways-of owning its
compare:.bat my.interests don't cease to be mine when society



Languages serves thotight by providing a vasteeliable range
cl informatien whichiis generally:-effortlessly en call. Speech
serves ithadght by freeing it fron the interesta which give rise

to it.
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GChapter Two: Conversational Rules

The -most nmRuential work shat has apceared-.in the last
coupie of decadescon:conversation is:chat-of the phitesepher,
H.?. Frice,,in hisi paper-called'Logic.and Conversation™ 19751..

n 16, 2-makes:the-foclowing .general:comments:en: conversation:

Our talk-exchanges-dornot-normally-consist or
1 suecession of disconnected remarks, and would
otbe rationa: C vhey did. They are,
chaﬁacienstlcall - - someidegree atileast
cooperative eff an eachs participant
recognzes:in th@m Lseme atan:; a eoiMnon
purpose-or sas Of purposes, or at Least a
mutually accepteddirection ... 2. ach stage,
some possible moves would be excluded as
conversational. ; unsuitabie. We:might chen
Formulate: 23 rsuns

paricipants sons IRAEL REATRREIeh
paribus) to:asserve , iz: "Make tour conver3s-

cona. COﬂtfl@thl"]“SUOh S I% H"@S, a0 P22
atage at which --occurs; by.the-accep

pUFRESe: -r Gire- o F

3! —excha ?-:e
which you-are ::gized", ne might label ChiS
the Cooperative Brinipie.

alchough conversations: are-maconal,:tho-ports-of inforence
and implication-participantis-constancy. make:z0O:beyondiw::25 would
be strict.y:justibed:by: 80:-10810 08 *635:gots said. Grice'2
maxxr. Wi Ariic. ‘E8-505.x- -« .- 50:3 Cooeperativer Principle, ana
2920, 13 explain new.we: darive"implicatuno!’, thome impiications
*Sh :O.cas: 3 ina pauchrcoma::::m. Logic:-semantics 00 what :3
3:10 "™: € 603 Strict-sen32".. Yn emar word3, p:ose=8399048 <
interp/osacion-whica so --- 2611;. Poor a:com:ext-?poe

aram:::a; combine:;: 90 r vero:-menin:..
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The maxims can be summed 43 35;
a) "Make younr contribution as informative 36 is required
(for thescurrent purposes or the:exchange..
b) Co:not:make your contributiorrmere informative chan

is requiired.”

2: "Ery - makeyour contdbutioneone that is true'',
3. #:32reelevant”,
= "Be perspicuous’.

These mayssound mere:like:adviee-en:-how towrite an

examination than-maxims whica ace normally Qbserved:in discousrse.
Grice himself says that he 23 state:i nis maxi:3"as:Ir tne
cuwbOSe lof conversation) ware a max:maily effective exchange: DE
informration: :chis specibcation 13, 36 tourse; , 100 parraw, 200
She achene neec3 to be meneral.cad *: aLLOw: Cor 3ach general
01/00523:asimbPdencing «co airecsing onexactionscof others"”. e
3.30 989/05303 some part.cular passovations:-ho-chinks.that (3:

" 6are;evans'-my rancar 13;reductano:he:wongers 81 12:
should:'s ca:given-a:statits 2 .0:350a: above the level 08 c:2-ORder
maxing: and me rinds che Question:of re. -envance: nichly proctenyatic
- 35, ArGees, 15 12. . Sakathe maxims-one:3/ 000 Pelkl, 30d 320

noN One; word i::%0 e 242.7318 - dabL. COmM/2/2&L 1-:..

:

SOme: onon'3:304:124:.0 ...~ = . .-ocoitoes. Sanu
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Demny. Virginias=Nade went toomy secondary schaal.

2 8. Thisds tremendous.

3 A. Celebrities.

44 3. 3 can offerryou:Eleanor Braon, Esthenr Rantzen.

& a. Eleanor 3ron?

6§ B. Yeah.

7 ©. Wheredid you grew u:?

To inform means:to pass on knowledge.~nermally.with the
presumption that others are ignorant or doubtiul of that
knowiedge. Howmmuch:of this snatch-of real discourse counts as
informative by thoese criteria? Only 1, 4; and G are relatives .y
straigh:forwardly Informative '3 Y chis-debnition. &t 1, A
propoases-that Wimbledorn: ha. 2 "Pair:share oOf.eelebrities", and
goesan:to-offer instances:: her proposition. As 4, Bsinstances
~ 7o celabritiessfronm her milled, and at 5, 309 removes Eleanor
Bran from the realm of uncertinty in:.which-A 13: questian has
lessonsibly! placee:har: -Yes;.Eleanoe Bron:3 222 of the
celebrities E offered lin -
On the face of 15, ¢922:10.3 :are erequesis:f:pf information,

rather than themsselves informative utterances. However, in Most
comtext: sherstandard Ques::on-Soaoma convoy 'N ‘'wanto:CO

know... " :Q the. Listener, an: :.;ead;", .» Xxansa:the-addressed to
prov10e one answer if poss.-bie". The 21:023320:13 theresy

in. Conne:, cones. LQrkrow, that : wants. to . know..., and that ../1:3
heping the addressee-will apoly 008 answer. 90, with 5, A
€EONVALS-5 O izehatiane Q.- :2:10 KAON hencer Eleanor Boon was
002 07 P13 0x2.0:08. AnN:, 4 . 7 1:4.3 3 260% 40a0 she wants

L knOW-AR-ece:3-grex 42 :a::.were, -nag-Pore,. Eleanor-27-91 anc



Esther Rantzen grew Gol.

That leavesenly 2 anc:3sstill:lacking any, ohvious
infermative content. Are-A andCcinformed of-anything by B's
"This isstrerendous’? 1t seemsriromiA's response that she
gathers from it that B itakes anrironic Mewrof-celelrifies/of
boasting abeut celebrities/sof Sandy:Denny,angd: Virginia: Wade as

celebritie=s.:A'si"Cetebhritiessindicates (infaums 3) chat she

acknowledgesceelebrities a topic for-sardonic comynent. in the
context of this analysis, it beeomes clear that 4 williyield anore
information than 1 attributed to it abeve. In praducing her-own
couplte of celebrities, B issletting A kKnow that she isn't So
contemptuous Ot boasting :about:celebrities: as:nottto «doiit
herself, |

In Grice's view,, if:an: utterance violates:ene 0b then mssdms
of conversationat the dexel of ‘whatsis: strictly said', the
heater Nil:1 seek cQ.construe itas:really futblling; the maxin :at
serie other level.. There is:some:doubt as toowhether the

inferpaation.iN wantssta knew,, ete:, imparted:-oy-azquestion counts
as subsisting: inwhat dssstrictly said. Myown nclination wouild
be to say, Yes, if there isssuch a level; but Grice, I think,
would say No.©  Assuming Criee: E 3:right, -questions join

usterances 2 and 3, in-prompting a search for mnformation

Amplicated hut no. t.uttered. Thus, < w28 toknow where B amd

-

Eleanor Bren, a:: Estiver zn-zen grew vos 1S implicated by 775 3

andso on. OnlLy : of examp.= * PFESENts a problem: it does no:
violate the.maxim of - -~ ‘OFmativeness, yet 15 carries infarmation

over ANd.above what instrictly mays. In Grice's torms; *°
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implicates that 3:isn't'that contemptuous of boasting abaulit
celebrities.sAnd-that:is clearky informationappropriate to this
stage of the discourse, just as issthezinformation imparted in
what was: strictly said.. It seemssthat we: may look for
infornmation "over and above'.what:iss strictly said;,, whether or

not the: maxim hasheen vdolated, Pcuted, or disregarded.

So far, I havebeen discussing infacmation in:itself, rather

than information for-the-=current:purposes of the discourse, as
requined py the maxim.

I order to;see what those “eurremnt
purpases” may be in exampie :, some:-backgreund. must beiPHed: in.
The parties to-thediscourse-are-three fellow students: whecknow
each other only maderadely.welt. They have metin order to "pass
the time of day", to-chat, co-get-to-know each-other-better.
They have talked abow ttra&.eelling abroad; about meving-ayvay from
Lenden, 5 and:Ahave bath:said they've {ived:in L.ondon all their

lives:; -3 has-asked-A whereabouts in-London, and been told

Wimbledon: 3 (anewing that 8 1e:8 » senior ecolleague had gone to

the sane school! remrarks that N 3437 al30 have grown yup in

Wimbkeden, and that isswihere exERGIA : begins.

S0, what-are "the cureent purposes!of this discourse?:lits
generdl point isdidle:ehat tgesting :55. Know each other. of sueh
tatk-oxchanges;: rice says:they-nava "onesecond-Orderpunpose
cha: each party should, far-the=mime being, Loansify himsel? with
the transitory;interestsscn’ She other". Chat characterizes this
comversation. nicely; exgeo:-5035 here tho people talking also
1276 = common-inierest; in:Pnd:an 0:. 20040 each-ather, about

2ac/ caber's origins., historyy opinions; hopes,, et;C.

In .ine -, A profferssacme in-.ormation.aco.: Wimbledon 2n0



itsscelebrities:sTheparties 40 the discourse-have just learned
that:Wimbledon vweas where:Agrew 4P, So they can construe 1 as
information.about Als background (Why else would they want to
knew ahout wimhledon?).1n additien, since C has just respinded
them that their senier colleague, N, cones fsrom-there,-tQo; it is
informative abaut-her-backgreundsalso - ift partictiarn 4t is
about the schocl . as well as A went to. And;,15:-may also be
taken co indicate that 4 regards N:as: a eelebrity. And 3's

iromc comment (2} canbesseen as relsecting-herwoopinien.of N's
status as celzebrity.

Line 1, them, beingzabout A13 backgroaund,:is legitimized: C1
t.ic general aim 0:-Pnding-out abeut-each other, which we can
sake 60 58 cannont throgghout-this: discourse. And: it has the
added pen.3 of being about- a mutual eolleague - we may presume
chas bnding: out-about mutual acquaintances - :.=. gosSip - s =2
possible aim throughaut sueh-conversations;coo. elebrities are
muttral "an jodiniances-Symlano”, andin' the-coversation "2« s°ore
on to POCAU OO0 Shem, 80 become:gossip about Cham, then I chink
that wou!l pico nave Palrlled 50€ =« ix.

Although - was transparentlLy about Wimbledeon, in A had 10ne
er. So ceil.che:others:that Wimbledon cau.d be roached by British
Rati- 3/ 4848/5/0460; 4A20:300790 ©O; :¢e T-, 90, 35, and 39 cases,
Was 3008:2: By P:comone 7 Kingston,-etc., chen 5087 cuUia: nave
neen hearina: 3.good:deal DOR'9 about Wimbledon:than they had any
N3:52-10. AT 601535828 intheciscaurse, this Informatiorn was
no: '"re;»/9:-Poo Sue. carram: pur900.3: 31 100 discourse”. "=
vous: phenotore-:a=-0 2 0:21:80 ,131 ~.x.7 & . And o Touid 3::80

nave /ic.=— 6 - 80 :08 5.V2 mira infooracion than required.
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If one issas informative as required, one is thereby not giving
more informatien than recuired - mesins 1:e:andb do net seem 60
be distinet inm application.

Wimbledonsis ot a subtecs:matter-that4ds: likely to he
fruitful: in:this. conversatiomn, . the: parties: are not interested in
beins informed about it: Subject-matters which:10-concern the
parties in-this:discourse happen 50 be, above: all, pennre.

A great deal of information about mutual acquaintances weuld

be accepted-a3drequired" for eurrent purpeses. Being as

informative-as:required is: clearly;axmatter of degree «elative 1o
- assuppect-matter. Which surely -e2-s that itr'o a matter ef

relevance: the: infommatiornabout public:transpeortin.wimbiedon 13
unwanted: because itdisiirrelevant - nobody wants:to 50 there.

It. Seems do met thatmtp parts of maxin ° are "taken care
ef'" gY che maxin'":Be-celevant'. As an examcleof la being

violated, Grice tells: the following story:

A 13 writing a testimonial about 3 pupil who is

2 candidaterfor » philosophy 00, Br. i hisletter
reads as follons:: Dear Sir, Mr:X's command of
English issexcellent; and: hisattend&ance at
tutorials: has beenregiar. Yours, etc.”

Gloss: ¥ ¥ n cannot be unanie through ignoranee,
to say mere, since che m30 is his: pupia; :moreover

he khnows:-that more mformation in wanted -.. .

oOrine labelled Sals maxim :34:doleoma:.ve: "Cantity" - but, =s

Sal9 exampio shows, :{is:0occ a mimpio-matter: density. The




lettek gives the wroeng information for the: purposes it issmeait
to fulBll] it iscqualitatively-wrongniHadde:gogne on to add,

"forthermore, he issthe anoest impressive philoseopher [ have ever
encoutntered: ! the heginning:infarmation would havel lookedistill
eeger. OnN:ithe atherhand, if the wholeletter nad consisted of,
"“Dear Sir, Mr X is 4he mast impressive philosepher 1 have ever
encountered, Youts, ete.", then it would:nave been as informative
as required - what mewe could 2 referee sa@:in recammendation?
Vet it wolld: have been less informative thansrice:ssimagined
lettesr Thé-eaqintiis,isurely: II;hatAhaSnﬁmtﬁp]Ut)dOMﬂn\Alhat he
knowsiis wanted ifor the purposesoof the letter ~exchange. The
central:question-betng:now good a philesopher Xis, what A has
said issirrelevant: If ny eonclusiens sedfar aresright:we-have
one major maximiless, and twice the weight placed on the
admittedly preblematic maxim, 3e relevant.
Grice's pext maxdm: (as: LS 4aranspires; dthe derst) 4s" TFry:to
make your-contribttion-one:-that isttrue". 4ie spells this out
further-as; ,"Dosnat:sayywhat you believe to be false!"and "DOmot

say tha: for which:you.lackadeguate evidence'. Theinfermaton
eomeyecsby-an.utteranee:is to be genuine informatien, not
mis-information..The maxim therefere-only:has immediate

aceiicatiomto those: utterances - described:as straightfarvwardly
informmative': 1, 4, and 5, Trhere:s nc reason so doubt et
these three uiterances:are true. At the Level of "whatis
strictly: said" mone oftherother: utterancesin example 1 is

assessible: for truth.-Onthe-eSher-rand, given that every
utterance chere turned cus to co informative 25 some tevel, they
car presumably be assessed-as rue in terms of whether the
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informacion chey: Amars is true.

Crice anticipates that.conspicuous violation of ctrissmaxin
will yieldierironic:inteepretation.. Althougih 2, "This is
tremendous” isformmally a statement, the gloss is: 3 canmnot
really :mold-that. Sandy.Denny, Vitgmia: Wasde; ancd:Ny ,make up a

"tremendous” list: of celebrities;s she dherefore:-intends the
remark:to be talken: raonically, and not as a gemuine opmion. Her
statement, though ot 38 true oneg, thus implicates har true
epinion - andASresponse to-it (which-in itself is neither true
nor false) implicates that --- 1:Syprepared to endorse thag
opinion, and that implicature can be assesseddor:truth, or as
least sincerity.

Questioins, as we nave sean, can be regardedas standarcly

impartins: thesinformation K wanta soknaow ... C'3 question z:
line=7expresses a genuine want of knowledge, hut A’'s "Eleanar
Bron?" does not. Aidoes: not, as:she:seaems to, wamnt to, check
whether one said lady was ane-of the celebrities mentioned oy 3,
she is innno doubt, Eleanor Bron's name:had been-articulated
with perfect clarity; and audibility, other parties to the
discourse therefore had grounds:for deciding that A'S guestion
Was spuricas, and thus for-seeina some expianation other than

knewdedece-wanting : Immedi-pely. after. 3-has: answered C'3 00835.0:n
"inera: did-yow.grow 4c?", A cl..mi:S 1: wish, "Someone cold M:=0 :
Locked Aike Eleaner Boen:-sho ciner cay'. Tho:point €f the
guestion was 50 signai:COaC 309 :-ike 30 expani on the:theme De
Miss Bron las a way-90:say no-aeme=-ning sop -cerselp. The:is
what ane'a-craly like 50 :0, 1:38:41.0-1:.5 nAIRO.

Grine bPnds para. anis :-M.S conversational maxims intae
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way all social exehanges are erganized. The general eguivalent
of the: maxim of truthfulness he puts as follows: 11 Texpect wour
contribution to begenuine and not spuriQus’. The truth of a
question cannot be: assassed as such. \What can be assessed iS
whether. it is true or false: that the: asker vwants tadnow.. . 1if
that 'informatiof’'is falsesthen the question issnot:aagenuine,
but a spurious, question. Similarlyy 3'3 " This is tremendous”
was a spurious assertion, but genuinely:iranical. [n applying
thissmaxim, then, talkerssmust judge whether the iaformation that
seems.to bheiimpared is:true or false information, whatever level
of analysis yields the information:in gquestion. Ali chis raises
the gquestion of whether 182- Crathiul™ is itself- distingt from:" 32
informative”. One issinelineektosay, chat if a statement iS
false it canpnot:be-informative; ,but:can on-y purpart to be
informative.-Forane-would: deny that.someone who had been misled
into: believing p pwhere-p:is false s nadthereby-come to-know 9¥
An. d60informiis te maze known: Rasher:ithan navins-a status
elevared above the others, this maxdm soaoms:to fze subsidiary to
the requirement of Informativeness. And, | have-argued, 10 LtS
full form-that:maxim itsel: derives:From-the:requirement of
relevance.
38 ne-evant is the next maxim; succinct as 1:t 13, Grice
gives Listie guidanece-as o what ne:means 07 1:t.
Same:clyes-are available, thougO.-In:his list of acn-talk
analoutes: 1:0 the eonversational maxim; no:gives-the-follewing
9Ar31:22 do relevance: ' 1.expec: a partner's-contribution to de
aDP/OC/i2,8 00 innesiata n-nad 3-a-each:3:2/5 00-the brancaction;
=+ - an mixing ingredients fOr-a-cake; .. do:mo: expect:10-C-a



handed:2 good:-baak,-ereven-an-oven:cloth (though this mighi de
an appropriate cantribution & c:a later stage)”. S0, in pan-talk
transactions; the equivalent-of relevanee:is appropriateness to a
need, bPiness for-che: innmmediate purpose. how: leak:athis
non-conversational analogy Scoiinformativeness:"1f you are

assistingome tomend a car ... 13, forexample, &t 2 particular

stage A need four screws, a expect you toohandime fowur, rather
than the er six".In eaeh case; what:goes wronigiis that the
suppoesed helpmate: falds:to provide just what is wanted:=at a given
moment. The cifference between the analegies, namely that ane
brings inrquantity, has: no:appicationdn balk:iexchange (though
ittdoes imexams - you: don't-answer two or sixX guestions; if
you're nmeans:to answer fouri. The onlyyway infarmativeness for
the current:purposes cf:She discourse: can be measured. is via

re evance. And degree-of relevance is not:a:simpie maittes wRICA

can be gquantibed like auto and-boits.

Crice gives sscoree: exampie3 an limaginaryl discourse to

ilustrace this: maxim.

13 Al E anvoutof petrol.
B: There is & garage roans the corner. 10:05s: B sveuld: De

1n7//125ing 2020.maxinsBe-relevvant. undeas ce thinks corthinks ig

possiole, chat the: garage 13 open,and 035:=petrot tossell; so ne

implicates chat toe:garage 15, <: at .east may be open,zetc.;

A Smir doesn': seein CO. 23/6 2: gitlfriend these days.

4: Me 225 0221:paying: & L0;-:00:visi:3 co Maw Yark lately.

Exotica%as Chas:Smith has; 30:may nove, dir:elend: in-New Yor?.
A 2-1Ax-0.annecessary invia% :0--nat given COn che previous

3

examp.©:.



In both examples, the speaker implicates that-which, he must
be assumed to:believe in order to preserve the assumption that he
Issobsemning:the=maxim of relevance.

He says of these exampies:that they violate-ne-maxim, "ok a.¢€
teast ... (IS notclearthatanymaxin is viclated; ,and they
are the only exanmyles ne gives of (hon-canventional)implicaties
arising:when no maxim hasdbeern violated. Me remarks that cases
in which "an implicature is achieved-by-real, as distinet from
apparent violation: of the amaxim of Relation (relemance] are
perhapsrare’. Here isstheexample he:gives.of sueh: a, violation:

3) At:agenteel tea party, P.saysiMrs Kissanoldsbag. Theeeis

a momentof gppalled silence,,and them Fsays: The weather has

been guite delightful thisssummerphasn't it? B has Blatantly
refused tO-make what HE says relevant to A '3 preceding remark.

He thereby implicates; chras A'ssremrark should not be discussed
and, perhaps moresspeciizcally, thrat A has commiitted :3 sociE.
mai2.

T-he .implicatures arising fram wvielation of-the=maxim of
relexrance are af quite a different order-fronm:those which arise
in:'1) and<(2y immediately,above. There, the-implicatures:were 2
spelling-out of-the relation between:one utterance 2001 1S
successor. Here the: implicatures derive from the z2czcnce ef acy
suchrelaton. 3 rejects Mrs X issan old-bag as something to ce
discussed, 33z ccoessible topic. The:element of. blatant refusal

present in this story. is:no:-essential 50 cases-of viclation C:
one maxhn. Cases in which a person mazes-3remark-which is no:
relevant no. its:prececessar ahOUnC:Er: normal-conversation. In
©:a:CR: Sac.-0132; che: person-whase-remark::5:-not immediaceiy
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relevant indicates a disinclination to pursue the topic of the
previous discourse. Thus, immy -w» exampler]l, C's question,
"these-did you grows up @ "21lets her audience know that she does not
want te natter an about celebrities, but wants t@' change the
subject. The peculiarity,of :Grice’'sscase is that "Mrs X is an
old bag" is a remarkawhiclhrinvites:earmnent - unlike, say, '"Yes,
welt,, I'mWICHh you there, T think we ail are #t er"mmmm”. as
Crice puis it: the-preblem is, "how 1o allow for the fact that
subjects ofrconversation are legitimatelyychanged'. A deRnition
cfrelevanece which makesthis: allovmancesisdequired. KBt the
momentl wish only tooremark that.calling-therconnections we-make
to preserve: relevance: by, thessame name' 'baplicatires” as the
Herences we draw 1o aecoumnt for itsabsence, can only ebscure
Stre issues.

Exampie 2

1. A. What do you think ofrM, asspeople who deon't kimow her

very weil?

2. B. you -want-to urn:that off?

Here, though 3 has biatantly,refused 50 answer the question

(yet), ,she:has not readly: changed the subject. VWhenitis
understood that the "that'! which. B asks abous:is the tape
recorder with-which 1 was taping Che conversation, then:it can be
seen as a relevant response - but an indiectly relevantone.:lt
13 relevantbecause, a=5 *%eGan.work out, whether the machine iS
Off o 00 may make-adifference 00 8035 325s:said in answer to
che initiaz: question. 3's response:la directly about the
currently: recording-tape, and :5:-re.evant to-A+3:question via:Che

machine’'s relLevanee::0 itss answer.




Relevance:is rarely. a:simple: relation between. consegutive
utteranees: : amuiterance: can be, and usdally is, relevant too-more
than itsimmediate predecessor. To return tecexample 1, analusis
revealed that it.was much-mere richly informative.than it st
seemed fo:be. By analysing it.against a: background.cf relevant

information, Including the interests<of the:parties concerned -
theirr cuent purposesi"- it was:found da yield much-more

information than was givensbynthe words:in it All but line © of
ittwas relevani:ta mere-tham could be learned from what is said.
For example, "Wihnbledon's;gotastair share ef celebrities'sWaS
relevan: to-A's background, N's background; A's opinion of:, 23
well as (lesssinterestinglylin thishcontextlxto Wimbledemn and
eslebrities. Further informationrwas derived: fronr knowledge <f
what the utterance wasr-relevantto: in this case, a loosely
relatecoilectiomof subjects.

T nave been illustratingzthe:camplexity of relevance. NOW
consider -
Exancie 3
1. a. There wasnt anything with his secretary?
2. 3. No, no. Drving:too fast,.and setting up to looek after

the sheep at © in thhee morning.

3. But © 00LNG:if you ean't repair-even coat pasic level
o'i -activity . ..

S ANnd F was uising it ass asweapo..

= He:l. .7 wouldn't listen; I .mean 1.-6 So lan't Bit 'down

and cack.
The diac:.r39 i-Which this.s.eart-na.:. 2n-Du:r=si. parpose. 516
partie: SO |: have me% cogeter with the ai. p: ReAPRIng 3 0930:. ©



decision on that question.

As well as being highly complex,the relations of relevance
in thisssaatch of discourse are also structured. The-whele
discoewrse, in fact is steuctwred by, the-exigent question of
whether 5 should or should not go teo Gaster. That question has
two majersub-tepics or-sissdues:whatawould it be like:if she
went?; - wauld+ t beosorth it?2 would:it do any-good? it is
releyvant ta these-questions: via:How ©and F's marriage is, and
whetherTT .will listen ta seasemn.. Forn the, answers to those
guestions Mil i make:=addifferenceto what thesvistt would faeilike,
and whetber:it would do any 50Q gd{cauld she-helpdepair-their
marriaze?). - Just as the: answers to thiose questions willimake a
difference to the over-all issue. (For a much fnesesdetailed
analysis, see Chapter Fur, celaw.)

Ir. this specibtally! purposeful. conversation, we libnd=2
hierarchy of issues/fopics/guestions;and subsissues/tapics/
guestions, and passible subssub isstes: etc,., with 1o prhincipled
limit -on-depth. apparent. In this:contex;, only: remarks whieh
Rave 3 caring: all theaway up-the:hieraretry, ane: valued; any
others Here passedover, ighored, or dismissed. n casual chat
much:shallower levels 0O:f relevance-are;permitted. But even then,
there: must be:seme structure Ofrelevance: whemnever SWO
consecutive uiterancesake relevant:to each-othernit is viarsseme

subjeet-matter-of greater generality than that of the individual
accerance. At the level ofs"whais:34.0"; acterance i may be
LOGCUS 3:; while utterance::i2-about Y;:but; if they are relevant

so caca othor, it must-be-because : and . are both about ... his

is-why "Be relevantmust apply at:once 80 some:level other than



what:is striethy said.

The disecussion of how to apely Grice'ssmaxim of relevance
has vielded semecclues-as:to what-eelevancesis. lpursue those
clues through the next two chapters. Meanwhile, there is ene

further maxin to consider,, namely, Be Perrspicuous. Grice's

ron-tatk analegy to this is;,"lI'expect. a: parner to make: it clear
what contribution-he=is makings ,and:ta execute: hispesfarmance
with reasenable dispateh”. BEnoerderido be parspicuous in
conversation, one should “avoid ambiguity’, "avoid obscurity of
expression', "be: briet {(avoid unnecessarypprolixity) ', and "pe
orderly'.
rice: uses twoavell-knewn examplesso illustrate deliberate
ambiguity (the Bouting: 02 thissmaxin): "Nexer seek to:beli thy
love, Lomve -that nemer told can be”, and "2eecav." ( have
smned/Sindl. L chink the:point he= 3:making withh chem is cieat,
if-semeone is being deliberately ambiguous, he intends the hearer
50 adopt either both passibie interpretations, or the less
"straighsforward!™ one alone. Possible aimbiguities are rarely
noticed in:conversation, because-anly-one interprefation:is
normally relevant; deliberate ambiguities:will only take hold
whete .coch:interpretations are relevan:. Colyychron wilt the: need
to decide arise; .and:that appiles:boch-cocaccidenta- and
deliberate ambiguity.3
To illustrate -0bscurcy; .Grice-projects a conversation
cotween twa-adults in-front of a ¢hild. One is conspic:043+7
obscure, hoping-the -other-addle,:bat+c tthe child, Ni:
o:deratani. Calking Precoo, Fin: Latin; .criminaa cane, ebc.. =<
astabilaned parallels:co:this sarategyy In:which-ou-simens are




prevented from nding cut the Yeontents of the communication'.
Deliberate obscurity iss & peculiar case, and infrequeantly
encountered it canversations between adults; hut accidental
eobsacurtity issrelatively conumon.
Example &
1 A. Remembeting how much you cxammed inta fodr daysin
Holland |
2 B. DONT! That bastard turning up at 4 ©'clock in the
MEMINg. YoiLcadh always have one as a babyy ssitter and
letthimmsleepp o thezcarpet. you: know. There's tywo @E
them :@are guiite nice ...
1A Ae?
In thisexample, 3has: been so obscure as to vialate:thesmaxim
irrepsagably. |
Example 5
1 C. It was that quick.  'ss601 1o 8e seriouz. SStill,
presumablys she'scOKrifssheisrhemeL already. = just
dotr't know.
2 D.. Presumably. The Royal Freeiisnt ... well, never mind.
» G. Meli, to be dni and out SO quickiy - sihe only wentin on
Saturday.
D. Ch, :- can't be pad.
Though:this example may-ee-coscure:10.<3, 50 C and C itwas al'l
quite 25 clear aswas needed for mutual understanding. 10
example 4 : 3'S mistake was to assume that her audience had
sufbcient-background kncaladge SoconStruE the-relevance: oi mer
remarks, and therefare to-know who and-anal she was*talking
about. Whereas in example 5, coco partiae do have the relevanc



common:background:Having:that enables Dqta: diseern:-that the
rizdt i C's Prstsentence refers to N being taken-to-hespital,
while the second !it'"refersstodherillness; that the "guigk" in
the brstiine-speakssofatime-span of a few heouks, while the
*quickly'" in-dine-3 is of atimer=span:of a few.days;;and so on,
Each knoews what-the :ather is:talking about (what:their utterances
are relevanttol, and-once we:know that, the-passage ccz2s:s te 09
awcbscure. Relevance plays adole:in our perception of both
ambiguity and abscurity.
To llustrate-deliberate prolixityy Grice-contrived the
fallowingsingeniaussexamyple:
Comparetthe rematks:
a} MisssK sang: tHome: sweet heme™.
0} Miss X:produced a senressof saunds that-corresponded closely
withthenscerepj nHome sweet:home.
The -auther-of (bi, Grice suggests, uses:it rather than (a),"to
indicate:-some striking-difference between Miss K'3 performance
and those to which the word singmg’ is usually applied.” The
ingenuity -of (b) lies in the fact that, altheugh it is pralix, ::
does not stray frem the point but rather makes a special point oy
means of Es pralixity. Prolixity in actual ciscourse -
deliberate chrotherwise ~isgare: y as clever as chis,
lang- wincedness is usually boring. 1:tis boring becauseiit
introduces materiad the. audience:-does not N825, to hear, has no
interest 1n. i there is 2 poiat coins made, i- couldiceamade
without the extra taik - whichiis @extrabecause inishart; itis
inrelevant. .Chat is why it I3:Seamen long-winded,prolix,

redundant. One judges prolixity by the span03r-33 of relevance.



Grice does not expand-on:the theme ofhbeing arderly, but he

presumably meansssemething:-mere than-oebserving the grammatical
rules which make indivddual utterances orderly: dtis an orderly
successienwof utterances that issreeired; ,0r pehaps merely an
orderly successian-ofturns, in that each lets the other take the
Roor.' tn the former case, withima:sticcession of utterances by
one speaker, the requiresnents of ordering £ syppose come from the
need CQ puUSPEst anything.whichds-essential: if the audience:is
Couwinderstand.whatcemes:after. 1f your hearer does neot have the
relevant backgrovmdrior undesstandings S, tthenzestablish dhat
background-at S-1,, rather than at s#n. In this light;, B orderly
is equivalent to,, Avoid ebscutrity. Bat this:species 0b good
order can onby holdithrougkrsticcessive utterances Of thessame
speaker. SiNce one party to a disecourse 13 105 normally in a
pesitiofn: tocknew: what the other partiessmay be gaing 1o say,
suceessive femarks by diffterent people-eannot berorderly in:this
sense. Good order betweaen suceessivesspeakers eensists, ssurely,
i-their making their-remarks relevant 1o the current topics.
And.oF-cautse, that requirement also helds within:passages from
one speaker.

S0, taking Grice'ssmaxins of conversation one by one; 1 have
found that in-one:-way er another eachis bound.ap-with the notion
of reLevance. Grasping the information Chico any given utterance
: 8 ceant 63 impart depends or. grasping what 1: 0: = 5rrelevant 50.
And-making: ares own-remarks:as informative:a3-required for
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ceurrent purpeses entailssmaking threm relevant.

Being: informativesalsozemtailed:being trythtul, sinece
misinformatian is net information>™ Relevangce; itselr, being a
relation between an utterance and something:=etse, requires the
parties CO a discaursetto no-beyondrwhat is:strctly said. And
s0 Judging informativeness and bruchfuiness alse must involve
recolnse -$50. levels ather -Shanswha: 3 stricatly said. Even the
last-maxim., Be Perspicuous, whieh, 23 Grice remauks differs frem
the otners in. applying to-now what.getssaid:is said, turned eut
tec depend on judgements-of relevance.

E?-anj maxin should:32:elevated:above:the others, it should
not be Te.: Che truth, cut,.333 relevarnt. ItLremains co be seer.
what kind 02 = relation relevance i13,-andwhat it is-arelation
decueen. I have bargly touched>an!its structured compleXity in

this crapseT.



Chapter Theee: Relevance

'‘Ne:sax n the last chapier that considerations of retevance
dommnate -cornersational practice. R thisschapter we shall
pursue the question of what relevanece 13. A 3: & starting point,
we shall take it:-for.granted that ic:i3 3 relation,nand askwhat
itrelates.-So far;we have.been-discussing: the: relevance of

utteranees: . questions, . statements, exclamations, etc. But, as
Grice points aut,, conversational relevance is a spegiai case of a
more general phenom@mn As well as utterances, thoughts,
actions,, illustrationsand.people=etc: camalllbe speken of as
‘re..evan:' or 'irrelevant'. |deally, A, would want any defrition
of 'pale ance':l *as-WOrkiNG: ::SC. 10 emeraca that whole range.
Hawever; since-itiis Prstly, for-the.amalysis of conversation
than | wish to depbPnaeit. | shall focus First aon the verbal
cases.

Ascumina-an:utterance :-3-see-pPrsttarminsthedelation, g

IS reLevan: o -Y, what:sort-of chine i3 the secone:term? an

obvious candidate would bezpurpose ;»which wouldrmclude -explicit
Question-asking :and-question=answerinm,. and: decision= making. L=t
as Take a particularly purpose?a: stretch af diseourse, such a3
exar00:2:3in Chapter TwQO; in-which the:parties had got together
specibcally. so degcide whether Or 00%:= show:a'"go heaie'. Even
19 22 3 3fezard that 1336, 2-. 166 ~1n.- issues which are of
10400907 renain As3e ese; Q620580 819:04:145:. But answering

.38 7:93::00 of, for exanci?, 7': manta. Renasn, NOU-E harday



interested innche-answer. 'Rurpose:isclearnly too stromng a
term, 'issye: o lquestiand seemrnearer the:mark,

When therelis something:to be decided, or discovered, or
resalved, - explicit or net - - utterance is relevant insefar as
itabets that.decision, discovery, or resolution. This

suggestion is:very close 10:that proposet-04-Keenan andl
Schieffelin:in theirspapear:*Topic as a:discourse notion:. They
there treat utterances as responses to:"questions: of immediate
concer’;, with the "discourse topic” being "the propoesition or
set ofrprepositions that the:question of:immediate: concern
presdpposes..''(: 976+::324 )

A characteristiccexample of what they meaniis, Question:
Whats in here? presupposition,:Semething's in here:iit's hard
to see in chis case-- and: all their cases are like this:in gheir

essentials: - wirat. the:presuppaosition adis. 'Seomething’ simply
functionssas-a:blank:ptace=into. N@: :SC 31 ohject nameiis to be
sic.sed, ano:chat:E: s precisely can function-00r cha question. Nord
whatv. Tale restricted: notion: 38 'COpie’ may bezaresult of che
simplicity, O3 neiw: data: wkich are almost-entirely child-adult
dialogues. Inpractice;,'something's in here' will De ja .Cm?
ad5 many assumptions:=re-evan:-for. interpreting the stretch cE
dE3CO /53 in-Question {see caion and:next:.chapter,. Are one/
Fight; though; in:thinking :Chas chi3 backgreund of assumptions is
determines 57 R ‘question of Inmaciaco concern'? ¥ s0, one: x2
nave INC eandidates For :-53 PL.-3:3 cajoco of poel._.ovance:
cuassions ca Sao One-nand,-400:3ace 90 a33089:903 00. the-other.
Tr: e:syummes:onena:--A-P2::P:-4 02.97A009 In CiscourSe

encelas understanding 10 «»:- 20254.4200Or :10.03 remarks are
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addressed, issborne out br :::examplec:- nave:xivenso Car. ::
that isicorrectin genera: - Chon any asserbarie doberance N. ... 3¥
releasrant onky if it is addressed coanswering seme explic.:.
implicitiquestion-thatconcerns:Che par:123 1o the disorirse.
And itwould feollow from:th. -n2. any conversation in «n.:n -o-
speakers produced consecutive resavanO-rentarks,.1: e: . 1:7. c3:1ip:ar -
and intelligible: conversa:ian.-NQO:..3:be: one in:-which intorma::.n
got exchanged. Itiis certain.y true Chaswhen ~n=2r2 12 3
guestion-of.immediate eoncern,-anal remarke 225:301028522: 30 A5
will-be irrelevant. And iz : r-Dwanna Do:adarscend-rei2: 3800

degision-makings preblem-so:.A. then :: 13:1aa Ontarairy ‘-

utterances co this stanian: auric-roaMan:8:1035 »... O ==

interest.

However; itdscera:mi:-n +; &33¥ssa6re: .o
invatiably. some: prior29231-." Pica.- 8:-: 1.0 0¥ s
may relevantly inform mom.:; = -~ Tk, B
charging ball, or even,in «:.. - .
cow. Hnone of these caSe Gin taure ~ =~ ¢
being-addressed; what-makes *© -

a Ppresumed:prior intacem2
paricular-bears this -

apother adult about a 29/M. :- -

had been found, ore30908: ~
some-other-way. 3u:s°s -
interest; quite-as wonger: -

l-anems that 'interes*';

than 'agestion'to-design: = -~~~




are or are no:t relevant.

Although neot all the casess| have been discussing have
involved utiterances being addressed:to questions, they have:all
had the characteristic crrimmediacy. Rainbow, hull, cow, they
allito varyingdegrees=demand:atterition now. But what abaut
carefree idle chac? Itis nesless: coheraent:and dintelligible
because it lacks immediacy. Ne taik abou: this and that, discuss
friends,, reeal! the past:and:se:os. .Consecuiive utterances

relevsant to:one intetesiwil. . de succeeded:Oy: or sametimes
interrupted by, uiterances relevan: to another. Qne interest
after-anaother can became the currenti interest, 30 long as there
Es mo moreppressing coneern. The :=o-r: exigent aninterest, the
mote likely it is to have remarks-addressed 1o it; anditheemore
Likely it is that remarks noes addressed: to:it will be:treated: 23
irrelenvant: But it istalsostrue- that those remarkswhichrwere
regardes 45 lrrelevant becaus cheyvy did not bear on the master in
hand, williatil: have been-relevan: 80.She interest which
mativated :ean. SO immediacy-or exigency:is-notan invariable
condition af relevance, thhousniit plays an importantrale in -h=
workings 33 cha conversational-maxi, Ba reinvant.

A remarked:above chat,-33.%29: - 223 -Questions, set3 of
assumptions.were candidates-for :.a pole 08 obiec.3 of relevance.
For any aceerance, judging las colovance would invelve
interpreting: it again:: asbackground; and-scat:background would
Y, In: effecs this.is one 39:7084/-0008100: By :Sperber and Wi.per
in their-account of l?etev-a:ncce' . 3:37 =140 Po: granted a pool.CE

2830201:223: 0:34 c2 Chen:07v31:25.- a every speaker in any stren



discourse, and treat relevance as 3 property that prepositions
have in varying:degree:when combinedavith some stdeset oftthat
background.poaql. \Wesshall returp to their-account af relevance
belew. Meanwhile, the guestionof whatssertof thing an ebject
of reievanece is,, remains te O answeared:sshauld ywessaytitiis
interest, ,os.:should:iwe say itis some limited set ofhassumptions?

: an-objectof relevance: is 3 set of assumptions, then the
guestion immediately; arisescof wihat pieckscgutithat set. A,
obviaus pessibility:is that it issan interest which picks: it out,
hence ‘the dual candidature of interest andhackgraund 1 infact,
itis clear=that chat=must be-the=case. Fouif we.have:-baen
pursuing our interest ink X by, taltkingabaut X, and we clhens:Sto
calking about X and:start.talking about Y, then what we know of
assume: about K will stop being relevan:, whilstrour-assumptions
about Y will beeome relevant. At any given-momentin a
discourse, sne relevant:backaround will de:deteemined: Qv chel
interest which:is in play. 3c.. interest must be regarded as the
primary cojece of reiévance. _

Let us assume forthre moment,-then; ‘.fcﬂg;c?the-redati’on Xis
re.eva?t CO ¥, Xitypicalyiebtains-between:an: utterance and an
interes:: and let 3. now ask ana::3005 02 relation Itis. A
rOugh 2:085 stab wowddsbe: tha: an sobarance isrelevant co ar
interest it contributes: toocr-Partners trad intereat. 1n
effect, Sparber and Wilson's weary D: relevatte 13 a precise
3o0::.06 - .- at one version af *mab campestion. For they argue
chat. .n erier-53:be:retevant, ,.a6:%a:a:ce:M.31, 08 informative
re.%:72-..3 some backgrourii 2#2. 18 NO .::.-.. 33*1Le
345808188.-863: Che-backgroun: an::in conormine: Of Che in"er833




i play,  then an u:serance-\wilL further that interest - and
thereby be relevant - by contributing Rew:iformation:to:its
background. They:delne relevance.inderms: of:the non-trivial

implications which can be newly drawn: by combiningzseme
propeosition: with-the propeositions awvhich constitutesthe background
a:t a given moment. Degree-of relevanece:is then treated as
resulting from a trade 220 -betweaen nforimmaciveness 210 processing
effort. Relative aceessihilicy .will erucially infduence
processing time. 50 that its combination with. the: mest accessible
background assumptions: will aLways partially: determine an

utterance's' relevance.-And whiech: assumptions are mast accessicie
will ce taurse-depend onuwhat-interest is in play.

Is it therease; chen; chat'in onder tochbe:retevant acremark
must be infarmative? Sacula.":-An: reject - This:suggestion For
just:the same reasoens that we replaced-question.#iech.interest as
object DE relevance? l/:oceanions vero indeed:the invariabie
above, all conversation-xou. d cons:31 in-the-exchange 36
information. ©©n the Face 58 it counterexamples abound, the
greas culx:.of them:beina:non--asser-orio utterances Sueh. 23
guesticas chemaeives, oxniama:one, and-cemmand:: in:aedition,

repetitions; 3 mmings 32; ant.a:atementssctwhat everybody knows
Imf@ﬂ:nﬂt\ive{'tess
everybody knows,.would :B1: 3:30-::7Fail toe Sas*, and
althouzn any E-thase:nay be acre. evant, noreof ther 13
Nn308543/414 30. 402:00,-m0O:Sparbo0 anc wilcon 33.39 cat, 33
N2:4 83:SWPS:YIG: 18:SOMAS: G8:0.7*t:2 +=r-2, 30044073 O3V = 1:°
relevant:: in?orm-each - - 123: 5:030.79:.. 50 ..Borample,

e CASAS CA Quest:on..She 1. incal:-t:C:coat.c:2.83:4:3.21m
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to produce the answer, rom which taco-certain new con:.sin5
follow: Or when:N :and-0-stant betore the rainbow so:na --...-
how muchtthrey appreciate the natural wender.
From Sperberand:Wison's:point Q: view. 3:1.73:78
utterancessof alt sorts-tA serms: CE Their an:arma.::no, R; ...
them a ypiform way of handling-a<20:-3 Nido pa:xa: - -+ ..
Bus frem my-pointof view, a: euscure3: .- Pa:: cha: - :::
exammie - N and 0's;exclamations 25 8097 - +1.: horai-i. o
are about the: rainbow, noet abe.: their can-3pates O; *.: .
Uhnlike, say, ,"HMallos nice 4. 'sea youl',"thase-romer..: 1:.: .~
secondarily relevant o the mus-a-palation:P:: ~» ~x Loin s
parties; they: are primarily: ¢o:.24:05-de-the: mar.ra. win: *. 2-
the speakers are doing is expra:..ng cYe.r :74::0 -~- ¥~ = .o -
rainbow.. Simitarhs when:=N a6%68 - 3 1.35°.1:0, .
her iteres:, and therebylest.: 0 (ox::-3a:at-l: - -
arousing in-0-20-interestin:anowering ;. @ = - TS
relevant:to an-interests0/ chancing:9 By:J-pal in x =+
information to itssbackground, 1.-aSter:- C::A 7 -0
interest by expressing:18; 00 16 n--0828:1:2:::, 31

arcusireg iit.

add information to an interant.

conversational-maxim, Be Re:evin.;, 3~
must be met. namely-thatit 32 -~ ===~
utterance affects. HOMeY®0 L& =@ Lo L Ce e
interest:previoys: 81 1o -

C'S ieterest Er. X-387, © 21205




then X willlipso fatto have become a commontiterest. @riif X

has been commonnitderest between them previous totthis
conversation, and stillis; thenceitherparty:can relevantly make
a remark addeessed tothat interest; whenever there issne;mere
pressingiinterest to be dealt with.
Having sketched:anzaccount ofreelevance for.utterances: I'd
like-to seezhew it generalises 10 nonconversational contexts,
As Grice points oud, the: ruléssof convenrsation are a spedial case
of the rules that:govern all.cooperative practice. The
obligation:ta cantribuie: to the .common interest abviously applies
in some shapesor form o allexchanzes with other peaple. How
well do the:-forms: of relevanceswe have found in conversation
apply to exciranges bt other: sortg? For a start, if thesame
interest isinot arcusec: En every party: coa cooperathieexetrange,
then the cooperation will fad; ejtherbecause;samneone is not
participating-Qor hecatisesermneone:is pursumg:a:different
interest. Arousal ofca eommon:interest is a prerequiisite of che
pursuit-of a commen interest,  aecording:y; anything avhich-aroused
it weuld«presumably be relevant so : 4.
We each nave =repertoire-of gestures like:smilingz weeping,
shrugsing: and pointing:which: may -be usedta express 2 eommon
interest. Whemthey-are; then they are meant no o0=e:understood,
and understanding:them: will entaii.grasping wh:at they're about,
L.e..what interes: it is:ehae:they-express. is:welllas:these
directly commumnicative expressions, any action which furthers 2n
interest could:be-viewed as an expressian-of chat interest 1 T -
enacates From it-andis asesult of:its arousal. Be that as is
may, those-actions-whielr further-an:interest -ere clearly relevant



to that inderest ilmaaway which parallels thethird s strictest,
forn of-relevance; which consisted, in a conversational context,
of the retailing: of information.

Shall we say, then, thatl n order to-be-relevant:semething
mMust areuse, express, or fuarthersa cogymoen interest?

Unfortunately; ng. Consider«arice’'s-example-0f tiwocpeople
tinkermngawith :a carengine; anddimagine that-3=spanner 0:f a
particular-size 4s:imissing ; so thattheamuch: less convenient
motnkey wranech-has: to e usedimnstead. The ahbsence ©f the spanper
in no way furthers their camman isterestubut:itiis certainly
relevan: to it.clt is relevant-because & t makes a difference to
the way in which tihe interess is pursued. Equally, negative
informatiom which preventa an interest being pursued.in a
pariicu.ar direction, will: be just as relevant 1o it as

inforration whieh furthers its pursuit. In: fact; $Soecber and
Wilsen's =:count of relevance:in a linguistic context allows in
allirelevant infoermation:nwhat we:-need 13 3 generalizeddebntion
which parallels this by capturing all effects;, positive-and
Regative, on the form ef an iMerest o che mannes ofiits
pursuit, ar-itsteutcame.

Ac any:given-mement in:the-pursuit of an:interest, it-wili
be possible to speak.of the catcame:of-0: la3: action, 08 the
next action, ecc., rght up unti:the-pPnal .outcome, iif any here
ce. At each stage, 1:3 foom-will be partly determinad ey the
farm which preceded {E,-and:will partly. determine the form which
sueceeds 1% ffor elaboracion of Shia pains, 300 Minsky, :975 ana
below!. Lot U5 say, shen.-cha::5:m-56.60 =07-he-relevant 1 O 30
intere33 :0-it makes a difforgnee-do-Lie -aalcome, where tho




cutcome-may:be: s own chasgedferm. That seems to.cover the
whote range of:thesstrietly: relevans, including the acquisition
of relevant information.

So, i order toccomply with the maxt, Be Relevans, in -
cooperative: exchange, an gction, utterance or thing:must arouse.
express, or make a difference to-the-paceome-afa common
interest: ‘Interest':=must:bBe 5229n:te:cover-arange Prom.:.3
wonder to gristy,purpose, caking in issues, questions, and
desires;;and a possible 'ca:come’':r an interest ma 0:; L:c3 %::
changed form. However, This issill. nota eompletely - genera.
account of relevanee,for it is:0:: 1 reia::00 Whieh : : cornne:
to cooperative:exehanges op pari:c:... af 00:231005. Sag:ances :

actionmS orrutcerances:produced O u an Inciv:durllm37 22 380: 3./
ret evant tooone another as they a.:!. ca-in produce: 3y =i 7 2~2n-

people. The: maxim of relevanceg, a;: 304.; Q45 20072,.:1 - 230 L

special case-of the ver gener:.. 3:::3! and aven 33:13-. P516:

Contribute:80-she:commen;: inter?2.,t. . commin :atesr>on ;i O =S

chat because-individuals paper::,-.: 1:; intere:-80 a PALMAS 1
individuak and. psychalogica:-phenomoenca. So-something nay be

relevant to anindividual baca:30:8025 persomn. O25 =1 222511443

interest; whether orr0O0t 85 - F -~ :-00mwen ito - .- ..o -

Le: as debne-televan:.a,-nan.: -0.: - Co 10.7.2:

arouse, express, “Cligh: ¢ wiTocenoo 1o v 5002066 48 20

TEhat il. e8P -009: 2:8:1: a70:5/:71:2,113,-:

Ar. praetice social relevance-an:al.0 :.::::2e/00: in
g An: B SRR P 3679818 N::O:_A

N al=]

20ing: a=cammon
nade dE: Perence *: U:x3 |- s s bALB
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any macera: from:the background:This is sukely coreect, since
informacion: nave acegiired<befere-this: moment:inforpassmy
theughts and actions new, anc hence:is relevant to tbem pow. The
background: so- an interest:is relevant to:.that interest-because.1.¢
Ismade up </ what has:affected:that interes: in.the past, and

thus makes i: what:it issnow.

Nox let us take these three ways-of being relexant - : . -,
arousing,, expressing, archanging an interest -~ and give a
provisional sketch: affwhat tney amounttoin practice. So, what
Issitifor an interest o be aecused? What-distinguishes an
interest which is arcused from ong:that 13-not? Therbrst cHi: S
60 sa//7 13 :chatiit's not as stréain;ffoi’warddas_: shas - areusa::is .
master of degree. As | snowiin subseguent.chapters,:it:i3 the
narmal human:condition 10 nave:several.nterests concwHrently
activey ard by presumption: therefore: 50 some cezree:arouse. The

singlerminded concentration we.ean bring. ¢co a demanding task or
engrossing sicuation is the: exception rather than the rule.
When, a3 : 5 normal, many interests are active atthe-same Sine,
20%0:ei: 0j chon are active :: cha-same degree: whist some are
leading toominner actions am .specrancoeror 1o: cognitives activity,
cthrers 272 merely alert co She re-evan..

i1-n-a conversation in .- .ch a::parties:a00 addressing:33
common inter#3:,, chen:the:33:.-3 An597/987 *.. .. & areused 1t 2080
oi En.em.: arerances kel even: 0 i:. 02 9/0::490, and

considers no. re-evant tc . 8-:-300.08 13 ~.-i. Wwhen:3:00:00




nHerest:deesn't imposestoo heavyyademand, then an utterance
produced by A as relevant:to it., may arouse:a:different interest.
in 3. I which case, 3 may well.usedt as-ailink and-aim:6
areuse: this different interest in A, thus creating = new comman
interest; and:changing the subject. Indeedi may: have-been
waiting for-the:chance throughout the conversaitian;a highly
aroused: nterest will seize on the relevant. So, areusal has to
do wish hoth-attentian, or receptivity, and: producton, or
crez=ttyvity.
In what way doees-arausal affect the: background «of
assumptions? |1 makes the relevantbackground more accessible
for the: interpretadttomn of input: for.guiding: onels:expectations,
and spotting what's out of place: forsupparting or arguing
against a case, and coming {0 conclusions. Arcusal alsesmakes
theose assumptioas:available as a basis for informed action,
including -speech; they guide the production of autput as well. a3
the interpretation of input. Evemn ac interest so faint.as; 60 be
almost extinct may de rearousen 07 50:9 ohject or sone phrase,
bringing: with-itiat teast:somerof the assumptionss which once
idepmed 15.

So, now:let a3 move on to:expres3:06:what is:it:for an
10:-4fest OO0 32 'expressed'? 1:2 02323-of -actionsor utterances
one 133 ncainad.$ O:Label'expraessive’,are only that, hence *e
use that word to cick chemaut. That 13 dO say, an expressive
Act:00 Gr ascerance maj ' 2::0:32 3 tide interestiin a witness, but
will not make any difference -~ : = Soon DO phatinterest. By
- 1009 ~-- folio% cha: an act: an :.asserd:ece-Na: co does:=affac;

the natcome-ofan:interes:, and res..its Enor one:arousalk ¢/ that



interest; cannot-by, that.taken be an expression of:that interest,
n other werds, it-dees not follow-that something whieh is
reievant in the: strictaest sense; i.e.-by-ehanging the form of an
interes: cannot also be relevant inna:weaker sense. Deoasnit the
bakby express : stS-appetite: atdeast as clearlysbyrfailing on the
tit as by bawlingrterit? And don't | express mine just as
@Iearrly;;zbg getting; up, getting:myself’something to eat, and
eating it- orcbysanmauncing that the:smell of coaking issmaking
my mauthwater, as I do by saying “IIm: huagry"? Soiin gemneral 1
thinkwe should say that anything wihich springs from an interest
as a result crrits arousal. will be aprexpression of that
interest.

NOWEsles us dake ithe strictest soft of relevvance, and s+
wihat itiis fordhe forivrofoare intereststo becechanged. Firsthy, 1
should explain that the noticn cf the: form of an interest nas
beer introduced in arcder to distingglish thiissspecies of relevance
from that of arousal. For-areusa. clearly.alse-brings abeut a
change in:an intectest, thutiit issazchangeiin its state rather
than its form. Making: a:difference 1o the outcome Dfan: interest
s equivalent 50 changing:its Form; 30iif something affects:iis
outcore, 20 1232 itssformm ischanged. Bét what. does thissamourit
to? Lee us cake a very simpie case. |iwant todrink<seme of the
coffee that:is: N &x cup beside:me: | reach:myhand towards the
cap, and therehy take a step cowards the’bnal autcame; ie.
cowards satisfying my want. Now - have moved my hand towards che
cap, there is:no longer Chas:step-to cake;.it Issno longer the
First priorisy; .The priarty:-neN.is 1o take-hold of the: cup,

next will be picking:it up, etc. At each stage, the immediate



future Q7 the interest depends en itsimmediate past, and s@ el

for.the.whole-seguence rather-thap.arandam assemblage? 3 in what
way is the form affeeted:when the Pnal.outcome is reached, andJ
have drunk seme coffee? 1 suggest that it iss affeeted by
closure: ne more energy-will be expended-in this directien,

thraugh this interest (Unless anduwintil itis:kearoused and 1
reach ut for anather gulp:.

This may be all xegy well for a sinple physicalitask like
having a cup of coffae,, butthow does it applyy tocaacomplex
coordinatedactivity like:-conversation? Forasstact, L want to
suggestthat itsyeasonable to seeithe form-of aninterest as

the sat offassumptions which-make ititwhat it is at any given

moment.

The farmodfanimnterest, then, willi be determinred by its

relevant background; therefore, changing:usrtorm will entail
changing its background. An utteramce whichi is relexvantin the

strict sense; then; will ce cne:that:has: eonsequences\wvithin that

backaroun:. And, ok 9 may:presume, the moreconsegquences it nas,

the more highlyrretevant itwill oe. E.ptecisezaceeunt ofithis

comnseguentiality,, adrd of thhe notion of degrees:of (strics)

ii
relensance: is torbesfoond dn Sperber arre Nia son.

Uisimocancen offmine in cAds:thesiss50 give any detailed

account-of strict relevance in a linguistie context. Rather,

am concerned 6 Q.examine:-relevance at its most genesal, and see

wiat to.lows for one's picture of the: mind, and of the role Q1

Language. 1°F:€he account of-re-evanee-Chat E-have just sketched

iS: rigo; sneA-doing: 30 is going To involve naving interest as an
absolutely contral eoncept. 3e E sna. bring this:chapter

towards 3 . Q39 by surveying wha%o.we-can:zsay mo’ftar about wirat



interests are. ASit issused in this thesis, 'iInterestt must he
taken to embraceaange-rather wider than it does in nommal use.
Needing-a-word that.would take in«(at least) plan, purose,
iIssue, question, hope, fear, desite; wonder, love,,and cencerm,
as well as 'mereiinterest’, chose 'interest’ as at least
entailed-oy-that whete range;: 5C-,.what do the-members of that
range have inccommon?  They have in common at:least chat they may
be objects of relevance,, and as such are capable of arousal,
expression, and change.

Interests are typically brought:-fornward as explanations of
human activity of all.sefts; and-treated:ass motive forces or
springs: of power: N:did/said/thraught-suclr and such; becatise N
hoped, desired, wondered,:anc:so-on. This aspectis brought outt
in the: notion: of 'the:expression of an interaest.  Any:activity
whieh in some sense [springs from' an interest, and can therefore
be attributed to that interest, will.count as expressing it. In
faect, people typically invoke:: '3:5211003 as well as N'3
interests:when explainimg N's actions, utterances, or thoughts.
@n the view am propasing, interests and belie?s are not
separate entities:whichhave:=ta beccombined afresh for each
occasion, rather, they.are:invariably complementary. For the
form of an intetestisidetermimned: 07 the information phat has
shaped Et. This aspectc.of interest is braught out in the notion
thas an interest.is susecepticie=to C ange.

As a receptor, 1 LQOcors:of caange; an interestis =
repository -of-information-whieh-becomes accossible ifrand when
chad interact is rearoused.. Memeories are maede of-this. AL

incares:3:-have duration; though-some 0253 in a Bash, .Leavint0:3



ten-ectable trace, others 1ast a lifetime-and affections’'sscanduat
i+ 2 birth: tocdeath.

Mestof our interests persist thirewugh intemuptons and
arv 8 [sions,, beceming rearoused from time to-time:throaugh: internal
372 S sure of extermal stimulus, o both.  Itissthe-saune interest
PO ugh time t and time {1 just to-the: extent that:the.same
a;-/ ferences haveshaped:it, that it is:informed-by,thessame
sumptions; attime-t and:time: t+=1. This allovysrter relations
n: complete or partial.identicy,y and:of inclusikanrand exelusion,

CO-hold between nteressts. Mutatissmutandis, the samerceklations

-= obtain between the interests of:different individuals as well
> £ ohe same individual across time.
A3 well as beingalocuscof activity, and of informatioen, and
ML: rs-forn and curation; an-interest is:something that we feel
i vaxyingdegree. 1nterest can vary fromaaeak; feeble; slight,
»or G-extreme - "a merest Ricker'- to intenss, fervent,
0z + |, ardent, at tne other - 13 passionate coneern:, "a burning
=5 o ! Thisis presuazably an aspect-of thie: phenomenon of
Mr sal;: whichcasak Have: pointedout variesHin degree both over
and between different interests at any ziven time. The mare
1 C |.::aroused an interest is,.the-meore it belongs at the fervent
1o Me, the more likely it is to lead to expression of one sort

1z -
H ather.

Math of the rest cf chis chest. is .devoted to examining and

T PR the propasitions set. 04 in Colo-chapter; in:particular,



tie propeositioh that to:be relevant isste-arouse, express, er

make; ?idifference 1o the ocutcome ofaniimtarest,



Chapter Four: Issues: and Questions

“"Contribute te the: commmonninterest orcconcarn'iis clearly a
precept with very wide application. 1 wilk show.seme of the: ways
in whieh itrappliessin conversation,, below. The: precept

automatically,alowssfor nep-informative: discourse: pariessmay
tell jokes s tall=-stostes; whispersweet nothings,, strare

recollections, ete., andsstillilcoenform to that rule.” Here, | am
particulady concerned with thoese situations imwhich parties
conatribute:-to the.eonmeon interest by aiming to increase relevant
mutual knowledge. I my terms, an utterance 4:$eelevant:if 15
arouses, expresses, or makes:a difference to_the: outcome of a
common:interest-or coneern. Amens these threge cthetthird,

stHetest; species of relevsance will be the focus of this
chapter.  AQ7 change intelevant mutdal knowledge dsiipso facte a
difference:=in thereutcome: of a-common:interest.

Contributions s+ O the:common interest are necessarily
relativertoa community;; defore: any conversatioral rules can
apply,.herermust be atleast CHo peoplée:prepared to-converse
W1bkQ-each other. As: Scheg!-off pass 1:, "a:petsoen-who seeks -
en6388 in-an-activity that requires the co.-aberative work of twoe
parties mast brst:establisn; ,718.30ne interactional pracedure,
chat another party is available co collaborate” 1966: 1:089).
PeOpt 3343 embarking or : discourse anter 1049 an active

CHEE: .27 ©! Tterest: in cole8.80:607 2:carane 50 gontribute

T-' the rommon interest. Queh "~ ~-.- " =" mayvary fram a 03: r

Of transient strangers; at ene matreme -1 3 members of the: same



family, at.the othes-Two.strangers are nosmally beund enly by a
transientiinterest :onoe the interestsceasess theaeiwicodommumiity
alse ceases. These shortlivedexchanges mosb oftencconsist of
requests for infosmation,, "where the obligatiomn tocorespond is
comstant zn4 geneml” (Lacoy and Rkanshel y977:389). Reguests to
be teld the: cime or the: way are of thisssert: Lahow and Fanshel
(L977) quote Erving Coffman's term "free goods". Evenyane has
the abligatiaon to:pass onavailable: free-goods 10:anyone-who nas
expressed a want of them, once willingpess: toccooperate: has been
signalled: -One car: dadge: the- obligation~only by, dadging the
inguiFing strangerssgaze. it is,, nowexrer:as strictly limited
range of interestss which strangers are thus abliged:to treat as
commor..  Faced-avith questions -onanyrnumber of othet interests, e
sttanger will be entitled to dem:community Of interest: "TE'S
none of your business’, *That's my-concern"; will belegitimate
retorts.

One-has: no right to ad-a~atranger-questions one has every
right 40 ask, pay, a spouse. (Absolute intimacy woutdcconsist in
wholesale participation in each other’s interests, and @niail the
Fight.co-ask amnything=and the:obligation.co telkall.) Maest

cormmmunities of interest iniwhich we-are-accive: fal somewwhere
between che SWQ exteeme:. Sach ¢2 s belongs co=amultitude of
distinet,-overiapping on concentric commuinities of interest; ;some
last alifetime: same an instant. lZis:paot:m:businesssmere toe

catalagie: their variety:nor ¥0 discaas mo% members can

mani pa:ate mendership 3:144:3:08 3 329, 8¥:3¥: Partinkel 1.907;
Go/SPA: 1903, 197¥:. 8aa: 13 ro:evan:"13.8631:a Community DE
interest lasts justs23: Lor.0-83 *here |.a: least:one common



interest te bindiit. Fellow members-are Qbliged do-eprtribute
information relevant to arny "binding' interest,, o request. 1f B
has information which A has expresseda wantoef, B can enly deny
it:ta A.on-the-greunds that it-is infermation-privy to seme
communityrof intecest in which Aiis net included.

The ohligacion to pass on relevant information may obtain
even when-no-guestion has-heenexpressed. For example,exeeptiin
war, perceived danger imposes thedduty 1o issue a wariing to any
threatened-other (ce. "free zoods"}. In closer, long-term,

communities of interest, non-physicad threats to oness fellows'
interest alsodmpose that abligation. If 4 aand 3 are friends,
parthners, kin, ete.,,and 2z knows Of: 2. theeat . to /ALS interests,
failure 4o infornr A ofc$5: 73y justly de-construecd as a betrayal
of chairr-community of interest.. Failure 50 wam may be
inexcusable; omitting:ta pass: on: ather-relevant intarmnation may
also merit-reproach.. Faced: with:rsuchr 3:reproach, ane maye=either
offer-an-apology or; once again, deny comminity:of interest.

I::all these cases;,, 3:perceived inequity im mutual relevaint
knowledge creates ansobligation-53:=repairtt, within a given
community-of interest. And, in all .cases,, collaborationrbetween
members: cf 3 community of interest depana3:en:their having a
backgreund -of relevant autoaciv caliabie knowledge. what picks
0:5 Che cacaraund in any given discourseis its relevance co a
current-cammon conecarn. Ca my:terms, bre relevant backgrowad:s
WEA", ‘033 136 ary previcu3:moment: made: 3:citference to whatewver
the currantc@rracn -~<-<=-- ©Or ~Coecorns:may:be. Contributing te
she coco a Interes inche: *473 . nave con maseribins invelves

inereasing the: 58004 of mar-a-: re=.able knowledge.
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Supplying:information: is not the anly way of centrihuting te
the comymon interest im such a way as GO increase the mutdally
reliable-relevant backgraund. @byviously, :thesmutually-delable

will always include the certain, what is known dorssure. In
practice,, it: will: alse: nclude & gooddeal that; thaugh taken for
granted in:-this community, might be treated: as arguable by
outsiders.. Samething issarguable (an isswe) just-as:langza:s
thenre are: alternative outcomes;; and as lopng ass:there are possthle
aliernatives,:nNa.o0ne: pessibility .can he relied upen. Hencetis
always in thre cammon -interest:to exclude:atternatives, resolve
iIssues, when they arnise. Detailed analysis reveals that a
surprisingamount on discourselis devoted totthis end:
Assertionsmodiled by | think", "E would say, "itseems
to me", eSC., ale expressiy 246 forward as opinion, suggestion,
rather chan as "hard fact’ . Asssuch, the proposition within the
intenasional. seape is explicitly: open-to argument. But, of
course. speakers zre not obliged 20:signal-theddisputability of
what they say, and may-net-even. acknowledge it./-or:the analyst,
the 5436 evidenecesof disputability-is subsequemnt argument, cither
pro ar can a given assertion. E/an:assertion is-evidently true
te ai: concerned, then itrregquires: Nna supplementary. soupport. if
IF, receives sucn support: that implies coat 570 :cruta «of the
assortion was not self-evidens;.as: as she provision af -
counter-examples:implies that.
Some i93ue3,ssuch-as-whetao.-or-ha% &:door 13 locked, can be
unamb.roussy resolved 3-0once. 3:5 307: Can celer he resolved
absolutely, placec: beyonnido:b: ice:::1 dinG:-All 'value

Sudaenan’s-are-of this sort. An::2004.: 93998, sach as any
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suggestions aboutithe future, can only be resolved afterseme
tine: has passed, not inthe:-here~and-now.of a current diseourse.
The point of argumentiis (or ought to be) te bringzreund, make of
one mind, agree. Thenwhatis agreed, theconrmaon judgement, can
be treated:a:3 given imany: furthers-exehangessbetweem membenss of
that community o finterest, even when:it cannot be eounted on im
other commueunities.

An issue maysbevvoieced:as:adisputableassertion or
question, or it imay nexerbeexplicitly expressed at all.
Evidence for the: existeace: arr such an unspeken issdeswwill be that
remarksare addressechtoresolving it. For example, take the
Following: imagined case. A husband:comes nome, immediately
crushes aoruumbsroffithettable, empties: all the ash-:rays, then
aces to the: Fridge: and says, "Ch, 70u didn't get me any beer",
Tthewite responds:with; I'I'm: awfullys sorry, £ just couldn't
manage therextraload. 1 dic:was? all your undecshirts, thaoughr'.
The relevance of her respo.30 930:is:internak coherence-depend
or her havinn heardrhis remark as acriticism, not onlty of her
Failure: cO get beer, but of her-adequacgy-as:a-wife. Her remmarks
are adedressedto that issue, as:she has taken his remark (and
other action3: 10 be. Both parties are pasting intoopublicc.Sppace
information relevant to thepopcome-of that issue, 50 what is (in
this: sexist Little. community 02 interesti the proper-judgement of
her adeguacy: 23 Wife:‘his contribution argues for one conclusioen,
hers Po/ another.

Taceon tixe chat-of the *ES:": adeQuacy:are. . think, clear
cace: cl' -~:- -800f ar. i Farmla. ¥ A'lpropericions!. These are

of.en,.0:: no: always;.exp..-city sua-ed; SnaY Ace "persistent



potential reference points in-the interaction between-speakers"
(197:7: :222.).. Remarks will:send tocbe-takerr as supporting of
ROt supporting "general prapesitions khewn o both (speakers)
though ne: necesarily believed Dy both of themy* (1977 1 122).
This IS one of Labev and FansheE!s:many insights inte the: nature:
of actual: discaurse:-chattnave assisted<myy own conversational

andlyses, below.

Example 1(a)
1. A Helle
2. 1B :iHello
That'l: be29331 1pence

“. A Somry, iI've nosmal- change

i

B: Not SO worry, nc eroo:20
B, A: 1 saw:ithe anficle:in the-News & Echo

7. 1:3:silent acknowledgementi

i+ 13 A regular customer at a supermarket in wihich B wotks @1
a till; at wwhichtherconversation takes place. Beyond their
eccasiona. encauntersin chis setting; they .do net Know each
cther a: all.. In the mermal.courseof events; Che converation
WOU.Canave:.cased: withan -axonanga:of Farewels:iimmediately:after
5, during which their trtansaction is coming 1o a satisfactory
conmclusion. But this time, ! introduces 3 ‘row! concern - (6}
"teesarticle imthe:News : Echol - and secures uptake from her
interjon-tor.-She:thus chances: che basis of their community of
Interes:z-the dreary; predictic. ? 6a29%-09paying: for the::sheopping

13 saceeede: Oy 2 concern of guile a‘.’ferent order. Line 6 tan




itss surface. anyway) is a statementabautan.event in'A's:life.
As sugh, according 10 Labev.and Fanshel; it "requires only an
acknowledgesnent ot arminimakkind" (1977: 101). Thesequence

fram 67 hearssout:this informal rule. HKHeeeiis whatttolows: i:

Example 116!

3. A\ cried all thenwvway; through

9. BeYestemay a weman was angry with me.

10. AC:ANGRY wiith you?

11. 3 ; Because:it madeher cry

12, A: Angry with: YIOU? She seemsdo-have it wrong; itssnot &Y QlJ

she should be angry with ...

A has learned from the articie-in che paper-chat:5came fragm
3 Large Hungarian Jewish:-family, on which she was the only
sunAvor; that-sheshadheen-abused and humiliated not enly by the
invading Nazis but oy eazer Hungarian :anti-semites; that she had
spent years :in a concentration camp, and ‘hadsstayed:threre Tor
2-1/2 years after thenwar,-hecause:she: nad nowhere else 10 go.
S0, in celiing : that she nas-read-©One-articlesshe isttelling her
that S7:9-anows those-tragic-act 3.:By telling her that, by
introsAcins asconcern:8-50:walna Chose facts:are:-background, m
obliges harseif co-say-more. Same-comment is-called-tor, and 3
awst.5 10.
The comment Aproduces, *ariac ail the way Chrough™: Ed/:is
meant co convey:.toB-her-opinion: 50 *no contens:of the article.
I8 one pecan Needs: foranther, .: zunera.: maze the tears to

express sympathy,shard-concern. Too:the:other's distress: A 13



meaning 16 communicate syympathy to B-by:belling-bersshe-cried.
But, as the ensuing dialegue reveals, the inference from such
tears toosympathyyddees nothold universally:iit cannot e realied
on N every cortext, and in particular cannot herelied on iR
this;s one. By discelosing:that" a'wamen was angry ... becausseiit
made-hercry" (9 and 11), 3 makesthe properaattitude towards the
article: Gand her lifel an issue: Sympathy-and anges-should be
mutually exclusive attitudes: so the sameobject. So, 9'and 11

providiz a counterexample to the generalization on whieh A nas

relied im 3.

On:its own, line Ris puzzling:zHaw could anger be a
possible anti‘tude toward 3 O:n-the:basis of:the:zarticle? a
stresses "angry':in Line 10, siting it it a context of

contrasting possibilities; -as the:mo3t:econemical 827 -0f putting
the question L nave just:given-in-Cull. After pausing-to let A

express ner Inteeest,r3 goes onas though-:ahe: kihow the questiien

was in The air already: ?2 ar-c - mace:a:perfectly coherent whale.

With 1, she:-*explains: 9 :answers ¥ C, andypuss A's:attitudeimm
guestion. On-the face of 11, 3'3:3 201 11 are just information
about an evens innherl life. A3:such, they should invite only a
mirmal response: but, asswe have seen, chey:also raise an issue.

A'3 "Angry -with 703?7" 1°2;anifta the focus cf the

synsaccicaty identica. queation: at:11°. This tine cha

appropriatanass-of anger 1.3 no: in: question, rather, the 0529ct

at which. ..t ShoULd be directed 1z -+ 3342. anger: 3 taken for

granted given, prea:poese::;; 60:-2a23tic: -now: 13 cot, Why anger,
3'48, M.: BO. Wi:h the imel:ca::n-Coal-Share are rAl7z204 conor3

ac whom pro-asmermigno-rict- C4 ;ricted. Che uncerscores



that implication with: her:next remark:- “she seems to have it
wrerg, ii's notY QU she should be angry.with’' - at thie: saame time
preducing an evaluation of the weman's:sanger As wrang.Ails
taking pains to maketit.quiteccleartthat, if there is a questien
as to the night:attitudel towards that article: she«s enthersame
side as B. Sheiis Rrmly nipping the ppossible adternative iim the
bud; in termminating that possihilityy AXalsecterminates thre issue
of her epinion, Prstraised:hy: line:6: .Ceasing to:be an issue,
its vuicome passes into thezbackground of relesvant knowledge that
A and 3 ean mutually rely upen. 3camcaunt on A'sssympathy, andl

A can couwhnt on her doing so.

Example 1((C) A

13. 3: And that was just the beginning . ..

4L (A sillent queryi

15,  3: There wasmore,far core. wWwedserl tcouldnit teli dt, 1
can't even think-of 1 H

i6. A:: I'm sure, 'm sure. Some things oae can't, they're
too texrrible

17. B: sighs)'Well; thank.Ye-i.foo yeur-kindwerdS

18. (A: silenat acknewledgement)

19. Bz :Well, ,oye-hbye.

20. Al Bye—bye.

Mich line 13, 33: 3 na: innica: :ng:tosAiphat. there-is: more: Co
be Learnad abaut she incacens oj She angry woman. Rather, she
~-2n: 0a tell A Chas-chero:are-morm cramic Pacts co know than

‘nese revealed in the artice: Thoughsshe has arcased:Ay'S:



interest, put her intorasstate-of felt ignerance: she:has no
intentian of supplying the want. A is to learm anly, that:chere
was "'wesse'. Althaugh she issexcludingAfromranyycommunity of
interest-which: might be privy to those:terrible facts, she at the
sarae:time-excuses herselfdfor doing so. She wauld draw Rebody
inte itwithy her, she herselfis itsssole:; reluctant,: member.
Niany authors have rematiked @ithat a negativesseemscdco imply that
someone: might:hawve expected the gpposite (see, e.g., Labov and
Fanshel 1977 11104;; Bosley 1187455 6 5 andi Givory 19 78): dntthis
case, 3's "k couldn't tellit; |, can't even.think: afrit": might: be
expanded as follows.. "Given youdn syanpathy, . gien-out canrmunity
of iMerest (vwhich I have just acknowledged} you might reasonaoly
expect to he toldithese relevvant facts by me, but1 can tellithem
to no ane, even aywself*. |
Like (@) and (11)), ,lines=13 andl5; though ostensibly abeowt

speaker-events, raise @aniissue,;:and A isinvited to take sides.
Oneezagainshe sidesiwithh 3. (46) "I'm sure”™ makes it certain
between. chem ithat B:isabsolved of the: chiigationsto 4ell, "sone
things ane can't" universalizes the absolution, and “they're Loo
terrible’ 'specibes its:basis. Wish (:7),, 3 rewards A'S sympatiy
with thanks for-her "Kind:wanrds", and initiates: a Ypre~closingn2
seqguenee” | see Sehegloff and Saeks: 1973 mand:Sacks etal 1974},
So, with no issues left unresolved, their discoursezcomes to =

satisfactory; conclusion.

Mos: -acecounts of-conversation; l:ke this one, bring in:sone
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such hotion as mutual knewtedge. "Mutual knowledge"is a
debatable designation, fap same: of tthe argunent see: Sperber and
Wilsen. (1380), and #Prince (1381). For mare general discussion of
the topic - under various designations-- see sehiffer (1972),
Lewis (1969), Clark and Marshall (1980), Tyler (1:978), and
especially Rommetveit:(1974) -Whatever one-chooses:ta:cali it, it
is the: essential ibackground 10 all. communication. i any given
discourse, the question arises of how parties 'have aceess' 50
the relevant background, of new they pick it out from amapg:their
sumttatal of mutual kinawledge. in practice, taltkers nanelyy have
difpecidty in taking: nto accauntrwhat othesssdo or-do: nat ko,
How they sueceeced in thissis problemfor the analyst, ot for
the participants. 1 shail exxaminetthat;question-din:the: light of
example ! . |
The relevant backgraund:-knowledge toilines 1s5:is given oy
the nature of the transaction which is:takingpgplace. It-can be
nicely handled hy-a 'frame’ typeanalysisi (see,:ex.,, Minsky
:975). The:analysts:problems beginwith Line:6, "L saw the
artic.e: in the News: Ze Echo'. There issno single:News & Eehp,:it
is & weekly paper, .anckmore than a week has elapsed since the
reLevant issue. And, of course, iIN 30D Ziver issue there are
many-articies.. Since they: hadhad: no previous discourse about
anything except shepping;there is-no-prior referent to: account
for either Che:in (B). Yet A's reference:tc:the-article in the
News:? Echo secures uptake. [ is: justiFied; and successtul,
simply Because CS referent concerns 3.
Tr. disclesing chat she:-has'see." che-antic.? A is le:ing

3 kow: Cha: sne has read it,:na;-ane:ERONO 8030'5 1: 15. But
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can they nows speakrorh the:basis: that all the information in the
article is new /mmutual knewledge between them? Admittingat last
that | waS "N, ffhadarelied @ncmyyhaaing effective-access to
all thefagts inithat articlg.cshe would havesbeemvwrong, We
assuhne selectiverkecollection in each ather, and we: aserright.
S0 B cannoteely ontAbbaing privy dozall that information, only
sorme:of it what:cam sihre redy onrassmutual knowledge on the basis
of (68)72 Certain-faetssin the asticle willihavestrutekcanyene as
more salient thamn others, namely those retailed albove. They
zre such facts as tocarouse: the-coneer aframy fedow . human
being. Haditheredbeen any doubt in 3'ssmind about which facts
wete responsible for A'ssinterest,-they-waould have-been resoelved
by (8) "criedsalitherway through™.. The-concern which:Aiis
putting intoopubliccspace issat least parthy madewpoofdistress.
1t Issthe distressing facts and events ot 3 s:life that provic=
the background offmutual knowledge.

A3 well as unambiguously: craumscribing tthe relevatnit
background,;Als line 8 issalso meant to let 32 know of her
sympathy. But instead of immediately being taken for granted oy
p, umtil line:12 itdis aarissue. Soth parties knew:this, and
each knows theother knows;:so; for. the:time:sbeing, stheir mutiaa
rejevant knewledge is of this issuesagainst the backgraund of
tragic facts already given. ltis-alse-true:that e: fact: aldout
seme woman was added to their store: of mutual knowledge:aith (9
and 11::; bat the weman dherssel? 43 o0f na interest, she is a mere
counter example. B's next tine eonbrms *nis interpretation,
"And that was just the beginning” 1'2.. primary: but notemphatic

streso or Cha) does not continue Prom:the incident of the anary



weaan. 1t connects instead with: the: backgrownd in which N's
sympathy - ROW presuppesed -is grounded; the knowledge imparted
in (2 and 111 ceases'do be relevant. Although neither party has
veiced or directly, referreds ca the disttessing factss whieh
constitute the background, B's:"Ang that.. isis indealligible.
That issse-because both parties knoew:what:theyie talking abeut,
itis neither the svomamnoE the ardclecthat:is Yjust the
beginning™. Rather, ittis what Aihas leagmned selectively from
the articte: namely thhe horrors revealed thergin.

NoO seenerhassshetold A that there isamoere tosbe:knowin,
than B is telling:her that.she willinever kmow it. Tiee rule,
that i? iyowh put:. somreoine in a paosition aof feltiignoraance you.aMill
e=e-expected-to fulbl the want:if passible, is a special case of
the abligation-CO @@mftrib‘ujte 50 the comyvenceencern, discussed
abone. That the:rule:is. pad-of their-mutual kKnowledge: {even
childrern know iit,, bneaking it is afavourite childhood tease) is
manitest in B's excusing herselffor. not futblling :it, and A's
accepting the-execuse. Although:319:Leaves A nene the wiser as to
further-pagticulars- of - hes-life; A knows that:5 judges chem to be

"warse', untel: table. Inrhek next turn- she:lats 3 knaw that she
believes the:judgement without further substantiation, and
acecepts the excuse. And 3's pre-c.asing, "Heil, Shank you ...~
Lets A know that her-byynow indisputably sympameric coneem is
appreciated. As:well as evems; pre objeec,3 oftmutuak knowdedge
Er: clude-conversational-rules, interests:and concerns, issues and
actitudies .

Throughout-She cenversation, "access™-to the relevant

backgreund has depended.on-26:031:8:0ne-current:mutuakinteres..




A the Brst parctthatknowledge was:given: in the situation; the
transaction could have taken:place:in silence. But, frem line 6,
understanding the-common<coneern:-ciuciallyydepends on

understandinga commandtongue. Parties can take mutual
intelizibility -for granted:enly. insaofar asathey: camredyy omn
mutual knowledge ofgrammarnand socabulary.1Il wish to argue,
however, that mutual knewledge of vocahukary itself depends on a
backghound of commen: interests. I have already shown that
understanding phrases:like Ythe articleZ (6 andd'anekthattlt (13)
requires a grasp of the interest that:motivates them, in context.

Itis not such :comtexti~-determming inderests that Izcave immind
here. Rather, it issthose interests (with their attendant
knowleclge) that:we:camassume any fellovwmember of aur langtiage
community-will have been aéfzagaged dineat one time or another.

To support the=claim that common vocahularyy déepends on
commominterests, 1 new hrieBy, diseuss lexicak comprehension by
childremnof the conversation imexampieii. [ examined chree
children, aged:655,:4:6, 22,8 0 the inteligibility of the
vocahwary:items hinit. The eldest child,, who issnumerate,
literate; :and gets pocket money, had difbculty aonly with the
reference of News &Echey whilsttaxing:it-for granted: that:it
was a newspaper. The-middle while,-thoggh highly: articukate,
wiithy 2 Vocahularyrbt to express-hissevery. interest, is neither
literatecnor-fuily numerate; -nor:practised-at -spenditig ;money.

His difbculties arese: winldines 3,:4,sand 6:!: 9:31 1 pence, smal

change,-and:the iarticle :In the Mews & sche.

Although he knews What:money is:and-knows-what:it is used

for (coins.aca: pXYrechase3-nave pot: engage. cis-irderest), the



difference betweemone:sum and another has never cancerned him.
untih knowing abewt money: affects his interests(becornes
retevant), he will remain ignoerant ef justwhat:49.31 might ammount
to. Small changeppresents parallel, though neotiideniical,
case. Relative size being a recurent concerminhis life, small
Iss & problem cnly as a madiker of change - whereintthereal

difbculcey lies: He maszchange: inrhis svocabulary in thre sense of

make or became different, as in"We'd better-change yowr

trOUSEESs," Oraas-a noini':That:makes a nice:charRge'. But the
guestion of wihat:small change means:in ikssmonetary sense had not
so far arisen in his life.. Finally, sarticle is & word«which is
entirely,absent froom his vocabtdary. The explanatierr fercthis
aosence 15, once |ggain, the absenceodf any interest or caoncern
withr Che thing in qugs,tj@h.

The yeungest-ehild had-all those probiems, plus yesterday:in
ne=3; Andhhe: hadqnet pursued interests; which wauld wield the
kneowledge relevaini to understanding even that "09.31 pence™
stands for a su» of money. As for yesterday, l7he understands
ittat:all, 1% is as a way of making Clear that an event iS past
and cuer, rathrer thaay as a way of locating an event in past time.
His concerns are predominantly with the: now and itssimmediate
past and future: what-differenee dces 1. 6 make to him whether :«
was yesterday, axweeK agoa, or six-months ago chat such and such a
memeortacie event oceurred?

Someone: might:want te-argue-that the:differences in
vocabulary between the chree chilL.dren-are -3 result of exposure,
or experience. |tis easy So-argue=Sne case against exposure as

che determining factor. Take:sma. change again. The middie



child has been 'expased' to beth netes and eqins, and is: aware
ehat beth :r- MoOnRey; and he has been 'exposead’ to many
discussions whichmayve inyvolved salkoof Y'small change'l intthis
sense. That is; hechassbeen present attmany exchangesllike (and
including) thatiin example 1. 1-5; and he has frequently been
there when discussions of "whether there isenReugh sinall.chiange
for hissbig brothee's' lunch: oropocket meney', have taken place.
The casezagainstcexpaerence isnnicely put by the philosopher
David Hamhyn! 't is certainly net enough ... ifa gpersenis tQ
acquire a givesnr concept, thatthe=should: be presented with a wide
range af relevant expernenees.uness hedsin a pasittion to see
them as relevant” (1978: 121). The presence Of theffouryeacwld
wihen small change is talked about has so far been as obsemnser,
not partictpant: Whetherorrnetithereecs Ssmall change"™ has
never heen his concern, evemn though whethercor mot there are
availahle: smmallicains: (farseoaunting,zfor example) has semetimes
been of interest. . Havingsnever participateddin a canmmunity of
interest iniwhich- small change issbeing:used as an expression for
law value coins; hehad:neverbeen coneerned to understand or use

the phrase. Once he is taking part:in transactions witht money he

will becfunctioningias a:menmdber of & such & commuiity.
Alternatively,. he could himselt create such:za eommunity by asking

wheat she expression faeans. In face, my questian broaught the

phrase CO hisrnotice, arcused-his imterest,,andi he did:ask«me

what it meant. His prosrinterest tin imoney as a pinysical ebject,

and in abserving shoppimng:transactions, gave:himns sufbcierit

relevamnt knewledge to:understand the answer.

FOr adult members-of a language coemmunity, the meaning of



itss basic vecacularty is not in question, isstaken far granteed.
1t is mutual knowledge wertely @n in conversations with any
fellow adult speakercof British-Enaglish. Somellong-term
communities of iMteresttdevelop specialized: vocabularies, such as
slangs and jargons, available onlytothelr members, which
ref3ecttheir:special interestssand: knewledge: Maost propef-names
alsoe are availabie:onlyywithin communities of interest namouwer
than the:langyuage: commuhity. Oimhearingd' Nevws & Echo™
(especially in the contextof line 6), mast fetlow mermabeys.of aur
Languageccommunity: willttakeiit toobe: aanewspaper, but only
members of:2 -muchdnore: kestricted-communiby ofinderestawwill knew
winich newspaper. Just as, if I say, "Tony is a stage-hand these
days", onlyymembers of = highly restricteeccommuinityosf interest
will know.who which: Tony) | mean, though any English speaker
willitake:it:thathers 'a make person. At the most intimate
extreme (E.9. loving couples), there is thiee most idiosytnceatic
range af mutual knowledge, including-alwayssgeneral.knowledge
available:in virtue of mrembership.inbreader-communities. The
richer-the backgroeund of mutual intesestssand:knawledge, the
richer-the-"meaning potential” ot a vacabulary.3
ldentifying-membership-of-a commiunity-of intetestis a
prerequisite -of mutuak undesstanding - a prevailing;concern 12
all.conversations, and:it is an efpeieat way-of identifying
realms of mutual:knewledge.
The discussion 30 far nas ighnored two complicating ffactors.
Oneiin the possibility of:a remac? .being:addressed to sexvekeal
interests as once. The other | S the fact that information to

wihich al partres=areprivy: mans have=been recognized as relevant
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ofly by one:party. Both these ffactors play arole in the

following snatech of discourse.

Example 26

1. A There wasntt anything with his secretary?

2. B: No, no.
3. - Drniviag too fast
44, - anc getting up at 5.30 in the mormihagLto look after

the sheep.

Unlike example 1:this:is not a camplete disgesnseit is a
fragment of a much longercaemrersation,iin whichtthree patties,
A, 3 and C (whokkmnow: eachhethertintimately)y are taking: part. 1'm
sorry to:friustrate. thenceader by ynetpubdlishingstheswhole
discourse: it-was se private and scurriious a conversation that
the parties tovit'arerenderstandably reluctant to haveiit alillin
print (partly-because they agree with my=analysis). <. silent
here, iss B'sshrather,, TTis ther: cousin; andt A issmarried to C.
They have metwith the express purpoase Of helping 3 decide 7
whether or not ta make a trip co. her-and. €'3' hame: town, where F
=till lives, This issue doeminates the whole conrerssation, and
exampiellis addressed 10:it too, viacaz:number of other issues.
B's response 1Q A's cuestion is awskilitul attempt tolkyzall
those [Ssues ta rest:simultaneously, insuchraaway as to make the
trip 100 kopointless. She issbusy looking: for reasonsswhy sne
doesn’'t have $0.80 ¥

As guidance in-thezanabysis trat follows, I give here a

sketeh of the issues invalved, illustradted by certain assertions



that 3: has made: garier in thhe conuversation.

Issue i Should: B make the: 3:trip?
"1 denit partieutaryywant COsspenchany:tine {0 go home”
“"Sounrds:like a fun weekend.if EI8-home ... lummnsshit”
Issueiii: CouldB, by going, forestall the:threatened
collapse of T'ssmarriage?
[F 30, all:parties agree,, itwould:be worth her
going €Yi)
"1Ilcdon'tithink:it'l: make any differeneeiif | go™
Issue iii: Is F's marrage:already: beyoend repain? 1f so,
then repairing it(ii): can betnoreasomfor malking the
trip i) . |
issue iv: Isiit true that 1= and: ishwifel have: hadino sex
foryears? IF s, then thne marriageiis likelyytocedbeyond
repdir | =Bi-lil— iaRad, aeltheirc(=) 7 is likely to
be dementedrtrors sexual fuastration or (6) has sougtit a
sexual outlet elsevvhere.
uNay T waSzgoing outcsf his headils becausae as faras 1 can
see they hadn't slept together for aver two years';
[ssue y: IS:it ruesthatTis demeaented, irational? [E So,
he la not suseeptible to argument, thereftore there is ne
poix-in 3 prying 1o argue:withnnim,, therefore she IS
uniikely; co ba able to hrelp repairthe-marriaage
L =3 ).
"E was .going-out of his head"

11 can't get through ito 1. ‘s impessible”

*You . camn': calk ta him'



Issue wvi: Essit:true.chat:I has: manifest irrational behavious?

H-so,,it:would provide-emvidence that he is suffering from

sexual frustration {iva), in whichcease:itiis likely that

the marlriage:has collapsed heyond repairivas-iil-&

A3=>i)

A's question, "There wasn't anything with his secretary?"

(1; concerns:thepossibility that T' has an altemative: sexual
cutiet (iv5).) When 3ssaid; ;"Why T was gohagooutcof his head is
becaduseasrtar as L can sce they hadrtt slept together for over
two years', her uses of the:past-subtly suggested that Trwas
already ""out ofrhis head' and that no passtiilityyremained of nis
having sexwith his wife. Althougih she is attempting®to treat
T'3 incipient nutiness as a given, sheknowsdhat it isiin fact
debatable, -and thatboth Aand €. doubt itz if it issagieed that
sexual frustration is likeby fotlead 1o dementtia (no oneiin tthis

diseourse chooses.coidispute it), thren if (3fcould: skhtow that Thad
had no sex life: foryearss it wouldi Lend support:to frer clain.
Whereas, il the contrary were the case, and T lad in fact been
enjoying some:sexdakactivity,,theanher-clabomwould be

undermined, Hence, A's guestion is relevant to T'ssmental health
2s wéa. ;a3 to:his sex life-Hpst —>i).

Eren iF T has hadrno: affair with his secretary, the
possibiliity IS still:openarthat hezhas in factthad sex with his
wife noone in thisdisgournse issinna:pesition:teshave a
confbdent-opinioncon:thisl. 38 follows ner denial that T has had
an affair with- hisssecretary 12) with, "Driving too fast,, and
getting up a* 5.30 to laok after the sheep'. Inndoing so, she
13, in part, addressing the:passibility-that alliis well, after



alk ,withrT'ssmarita! sex life.. Recklass driving iss a NQtQFQUS
form of sexaksuclimation;titiis Aalsoinrational. Given that T ;
issreadlyi a lawyer anddhe:sheep just lose amoney, hisspre=dawwn
sheep-tending - though implausible as suhlimaton - is certainly
irrationak These are twainstasicessof o' tnreasonableness, and

as such lend suppert to =l Bisc@ontentions{\Vi-ivariti

i and v =8ii-ED»This isithesbackgrarmd.whick confers
colwereneesen lings 2-4.

WhensBppuis thase cases of T's imatiomal behaniour inte
public: space, she is; nat:itelling A aneh C anythingsnew. Knowing
T, theyy bothr khow his habits::the-sheep and the driving are
long-standing concerns. \What B is doing issmaking Acand: C aware
that-these-faets sheuld-make a difference to the: cutcome of the
issues curient here.. Severak reseatchersshave argued that

canversatdionaliststdisplay @ preterence fotocorpveyingznew
infosmation” But, as far-as:d know, onh Sperber and Wilson
(MSh: Chs. 1-2) have attempted a fully explicittaccourt of
newness,. N patticular ef relevant new infermmation. N dhew
rteav.ms, an atteramce will pravide new relearant informmation if and
only ifriticormbines with =z 'background set of assumptions' to
vield implhcattonss givermineithes the utterance nor che
background. B ywheing selative 10 a restrictied backgraund, their
dekPnition accommodates cases like:this, iin whieh:informatian: is
seen as nrewlyrelevant. In-my terms, theirrelevant uiteeances
are thosewhiclrmake 2 differenee:=to theroutcome:=of &4 cotmmon
interest. In order for-seme fact or evemt to make a differemnce
to a cunrrent interest,” it camot previcusly lhavse béeesr taken as

relevant to that interest, or there woudbena:difference tstill



te make:
Issues and questions, because they sequiteto be resolved ar
answered, impoese:therparticular ebligation-to: make 2 naw
difference 40: thenoutcome.. Addressing: & debatable issue nvelves
putting: fosyvward facts or events wwhichwill suppett or eaunt
against one outcome-or another. AR issue issosdyyresedvesswhen
every alternative-but:one: has been ruled aut, but ititmay de
settled-by agreeing:protem on a likelestsoutcome.. Onee-enough
has beer said to settle-adn issue, there isshe-mere te say.
Similaghy, -Once a guestionhas beem answekred, it ceases to be a
question,, hence ceases ta be : current interest.. Geice:ss & B RO
more informative than required” ( 1975), Sacks=andsScheglaff's
'nreference forrminimizacion™ (1979; see alse Sehegleff 1972),
and SperbkerandiWiHson's-eqguivalent specikeatian: (2980): all
fellow. frommrthe-nature: of issuessand questions.
A prohlemrstor anyanalysiscof actual talk is; as sSperher and
Wilson put Lit, "how does the hearer know which backgreund
assumptions, out.of the enermous range-which caulddnoprinciple
be part ofithedntendeed: context, ,are 4he ones: the: speaker
intended him to use?" (1980: 5). This isithesame:prohlem as
that of Accessi10 relevant mutual knewledge,, discussed above.
Identifying-the relevant. background is a prereguisite of
cemprehension, both for participantssand abservers. | have bheen
arguing that dieing sc cruciallyydepends onilidentifying the
interest orrinterests which: are being addressed. A fact or event
may e relevantly statee:as:longzas:it has=made:orrwouldinrake a
difference to the: outcome of: Current commmaon danterest. [if the

only interest.toowhich it was relevant issnow dead, theniit
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canpnot be relevant to state tihnat facttosrevent now.

But where-thereiis felt ignerance or daubt, cantributing te the
catrrvnon intesestiwill entail puttiihrg; intooprubliccspace any
infoyrmationtthat.will repairid.

As we havesseen,rmuchanoref of coaversation dsddevoied to the
pursuit ofrissues than at Prstappears. Whendhat is the case,
beth the preferences forthe hew. and for-minimizatioprassume the
tarce cf-ruless Douht anddgnResance are alse responRsible for
chamngesandincrease in mutial knowiaedge. For the euteceme of a
new dead isste orqqueston will passiitdo the realm «of the
reliable: ywhere: it nayybe: releyvant tocaumy numberoof further
CONCETrMs..

T have been.tising:conversattondto illustrate some-of the

consequences ofcobeying the generadsocialrute: Contribute to
the common coneern. Beigin a positiomtodocsecdepends on
knowing the common conRreern, withiits relexvant: background. 1ttt is
always immthe -capnmon interest tachave: thessame differences sthrape
the common coneesns. TEhe-existenee-of a commiunity jof. ntekrest
depends On itssmembesshaving:at least one commondnteest. But,
because z2n iNterest in fact resides in an indivichal, for perfect

commuiiity the-same differences smusti-beanade toceacthmemibaer's
intecesitss INo.peeplels interestsswilllbedhecssame just to the
extent that they:=havermadesthe same judgemerits. Commeniknowlecge
and common intesest areg interdependent oharacteristics oOfaall

humanddiﬁg@urﬁe?



Chapter Rive: Interests; Qlisessionssand Images

My central coneerniintthis chapteraill be to explore the
question of whatan interest is, taking:tor geandedthat it is a
primartlyypsychological phenaeamenoni Akc activeninterest islliable
to give rise tocactions and uttaermnoees; ttis also liable to
‘acecupy the mind'.. My procedure: is 10t examine: amn: extresne case of
thissteadency, inrtheshape of absession. | use-the:word

‘'ohsession' 'in andnforimall cotluguiad faskbiorm whiekh aonly parctly
caincidess with-itsitechriead aand psyetroandalytical uses. 1 Rnd
there issNo aritedal distinctien: betweermnamm interesttand an
obsession, an obsession just being an interest which has got out
of hand. Usingzmy bndings about ebsession,l go on to examine
the rele of 'imagery iR oceupying:thezmind. Andiin the next
chapter, :'1move on to thase spectcally verbal ocoupants-of dhe
mind: "thoughts'.
What’l do in the foHowingpages issuse my imagmation to
IHusteate -poinis-and;in:therend; support conclusgions. Without
years of-unfoctised introspectton; mysimaginationwould: heve nad
ncthins-to werkwith -and-it seemssreasonable O assume thatother
people, Like: me, from time to time notice what's going on im
their minds. [frnobedy rejects the picture [ preserit cf an
obsession, then Chat is as goed empirical support as kcan hope
for-in making any claims about the internal character of an
obsession. And: the:same applies 1o the discussion<of imagery’
503 tllater ensues and to any attemmpo  S5:-C-eeport or describe

intraspective: phenemena. What [ nave tried so do issdascribe

R
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cases which-anyene will-recogrise. (In the next ehapter, tuse
iInwospeatiominadifferentway; ,which L thenre desciibe.) As
welll ass ot introspectionn | Have, alsosdravynron Rgland Barthes'

percepiive disquisitian on~Aamereus passion, Alkoyverss IDiscorse.

In order toaoundiu:o as muchsempiricaksupport ad | @oautd far the
aceount1 give below, 1 expeseditheilPsstdraft dr this chapter
to assmany pecple as possible: Nalone proposedi aryy major change,
though seome madikecations: have been made in response o cammends.
To preserve that suppart ((such asttiis), lirepeat most of the
examples-inthe RPest draft, below.

The pursui. of coznitive achievementis not all that
oceupies my-mind; l«den't spend all:imy tinerthinking rard. ddle
recallections cdaydreams; possibilel eonversations;,, all: sometimes
#1311 yymimi. I} one affers coghnitiverspace 40: uselesssmemories
- ones ywhichmakecnesgontribution 4o other.careentinderasts - it
iss presumably because it pfeases one to do so..But-some snemories
are capacie of besieging one's cognitive: space, alroccupying 1€,
being displaced, and-returning a@gainz and:again: it is not a
matter of-seliciting them:-or-of being.rkeminded of them, or even
of allowing the recollections to [ow, but off being unable to
stenthem. Recollectioninsuch cases has the character of
obsession rasher than indulgence. Homar; bereavement, and
passion lintef-aila): are all capable -0f giving memories:this
Dower: they intrude between and-even within-the pursuitcof other
interests. Maile -t may.be:possible to avoid thinking about
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them, chinking Qf them is inescapable.

'But", someonRemmighttprotest, 'the sort.of casesyoulve: been
disecussingcanrtt beceallkedithinking at:all. Thisscan have
nothing to do with cognition ~ horrar; ,passion and grief are
feelings, obsessionis inherently irrational.. Besides,, ofrwhat
do these ''recolleetions's cansist? Catktheyenotcdhetmere dmages?
And can even having a succession of related: images couit as

thimkinag?" These:areggodduguaestions,nand dhere isiceclearyaallot
of truth in:the ndews=propased:: cartainly feelnmgs:anddmages are
(paxrt of) what we're talking about. But a picture innwhich
obsession wz3 preserded as askradically distmct 'moneegghnitive’
phenomenomn-waoulds be & misleading onei 1n:thecdiseyssians sorkar,
obsession has been distingtlished as untriggered; unwelcome,
unreasonable, purposeless, and imageriaden. But neediit bhe any
of those things? IS any a oftthen=aneeessary: condition for an
intesest to-count. as:anobsession?

It is the nature ofrohsessions that they, assaillone's mind
evenwhenthere iscnexexternal:tiiggerzBut it's also typical of
an obsessedpersantthat almast anything, a word, a song, 2 place,
will . areuse the obsessing: interest. The likelihcod of arousal is
a funetion of the:-intensity ,of the interest; whether-arousal can
be attributedito sonre cue or not is neither here Nor cherxe in

distinguishing:obsession lnparticukar fron interest iim germeral.
Equally irrelevantto distingtishing: obsession from other
coghniTive acciviies:=ts whether:what obsessessomne: is awetcome.
Take, for example; amoeraus passion. ImMagine=someone tleeplin a
happy love affair.. Recollections: of-her beloved's smile, loak,
couch, pervade her mind, and:indeed her body. Images ofcertain



moemenisrecwr; ROL enly, does she welcome dham, she dwells en
them,:lets them bring furtherdacollectionsnindheirdrain.  mnow,
suddenly, the affairends. Bat the obsession degsn't pass: the
sam enmemeants: teturn, tiie samel imaagesdaeckon eonlynnew theyjjrst
makenhermizemble.
"Fromithesstart, greedy to play a role,, scenes
take their-positioninimemory ... This theane of
time is the very cantrarny of the searchitor lost
time; for I rememberypathetically, puactually, and
mot philesophically, diseursively; | teraemioer in
order todbe unhappy/happy - met in order te
understand:” (Barthes, p. 217)

Passion is offcourse: a: paradigm of unreason. Howener, even
in the: case of-passionate: lave; witat: pervades 2 personiis rot
chags, ts netrandom. The recollections;,images, thoughts,
sengs, that assail the lover are related teceach other - are

conerent - Because dthe passion dhey imanifest relates them.
Although they arrive: as thenimataetialrofJpy o grdéef, rvotin
order to abet the: understanding, they canalso bermaterial to
understanding: they are informatian. As they contiibwte to the
hope ©or the despai, so they can contribute to the understanding,
50 'digesting’ the truth.. It wou;lﬂbeewrarag,, therefare, to claim
that obsessions need be divorced ffom reasom.

Fothermore, not alllobsessinssarecassunreasanable as
passion, they may equally svelbbe by itheirvery-naturererational.
It is perteetly: possible), forr exampte: fotbe obsessed by a
problem, : theprproofaf that obsession ceing anassault mot of
images out ofrrelevantsquestions ; passibilties, and



considerations. Beingsa:problem, ittwants selving, amnd the
cogmnitive frenzy issaddressed to that purRose. Sg, obsessions
meed not be unreasonable, nor purpeseless, nor image-laden, any
moere than they need be unwetcemeronuntriggered. Perhaps,
however, someroriall of thenrmay: tursuoutto-be sutPeient

conditions: for andntereststo ottt as AnoksSe ssion.

Hope, despair;, expectation, desire,, anny afithasecmay bhe
unreasonable without being obsessive. 1A a samne persan, the less
reasenable-an interestils, the less likely it i1s:to0ceupyyand
reoccupy the mind (that lovers are mad is well khew).  What
reasenable means will, | hape, appear in the course af the next
chaptars.) As for being image-laden, even writing a shopping
list canrbesthat:as:k write - minee | View:successive shelves of
peassible purehases:in my:-mined'seye,dta seerifil wantany.of this
sori of thing or that. FRevwactivities can be moere whllike

opsession. Likewise: the need to-draw 40 a shopping list, and
indeed do the shopping, often strikessme as distinctlylunwetcome,
whilst in hecway funetiontng as an-obsession.cAndifidle
recolectiomwessent purposeless it waoutd 't keeidle. The
capachy to eccur to ene ©r strike onewithout & trigge rawill

bear a maore protracted discussion.

» 'trggerris something puiside-aminteresttwhich arouses
it mr a particularmement. Se an ‘untriggered! interesttwaoeuld be
one that .25 aroused without any apparent imrediate external
prampt. But this issnoet as clear-eut a distinctiomass it seeans ,,
essemtially pecarse arousal issnetaa-either-orcphgramenan, biut
ene of degree.. An interest that was not aroused=at all would oe

muehiless likely,to be driggefed than oneswhicth: was already
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highly aroused. Amyway, it:is obviouslyynot:onlyy olsessionsdthat
enter one'ssconscicusness withaut any remiader. Let us suppese 1
amillying imbed waiting; fosrsigepp . Therthouwghbit ¢ Tapaorrew's
Thuwrsday" occurs to me. Myy eyes are shut, ,myy rmind ﬁeaafiy empty:
there issnothing:one can point to that arousedhmMyninteraest iNiiks
being ThursdayttamerrowoQplyrifithis thought-- or other
thoughts about it being:Thursday - has been-segurring:all day,
striking me again and again, will kcount as ebsessedyby:it. But
what if| think that; :or selated-theugktss ,say;,, halfra:dozen
times incthe-course offthesday? [t'Sssurprisingly often, but
suely not absessively... It becames increasingly clear that
there is nc hard and fast distinctioncbetwaenrobsessions and
other interests. Anobsession is justan interest at.stuch a high
level of arousallthaiit's: perpeteally ready to. occupy one's
mind, te recur.

Now, say 1'm wandering. what's onithe ieteviston tonight.
Seamething distractssme and 1 failito dnd cout-forasfear minues,
then the question recws. | can'tday myvyhands on the paper, and
the phone rings. The: soup bails over, Icleasrrupthe:mess. Then
I re;nem beryyeta@gairkfﬂaatzl want 1o know what'snon; tetq. «etc.,
untilimy interest is ssatisbed; the-information assimidated.
{1t"s no good Just reading what the paperssays;if1 haven't
taken itin; theanl'tl have 4o . ook it upr axgaim - beeatsse 4still
wanit knowawhatscertthe selly.) ©Onee 1 know, then - obvieusly
encugh- 1 won't want te know; but until | know the answer the

question issliable 40 recuf: Similar:patternssobtain. for-wants
in general and their satisfaction, forplans and their execution,
issues and their resoelution, problems=and their solution.



Trheecapacity ofinterests 40 recur is a fungtion ©f dtihew
stremngth and:thercapidity of ther satisfaction. $0,.iif i'm mad
keen to have a bananassay,.andtherea isnit ene in the house, the
thought of eatingza-banana will :0oecupy and reeccupy mMmynHnd: wyitl
I Poally lay: myy rands oncone. 1f, on the other hand, 1 only
quite: want a banafa-and Pad-aenerinthe heuseifil'm sensihle
I'lL forgetall abowt it:- 1'il lose interestin theddea of a
canana., Unlike even theemost exdreme case of banama-veanting,
while: 15 . rages, passiaonade love isimnsatiabhke: itsshunger can't
be quenched, only when:the passianctades.will the hunger 30.
Henee an aghsessianiis muchnmere likely to develop out affamorous
passion than aut of wanting a bhamana.tgually, a ppammtal
bereavement.or loss cannot:ke:assuaged,.onlysfadez andsis: iable
to assai: itS sufferer tor years. And ateally difbcult and
interasting-probliem ~ such as the cetation oetweendalguage and
thoeught - may occupy anddreoccupy: a mind withegreat ffrequencyfor
years, as chis thesis testiPes.. So; amobsessioniis an:interest
which is both strong, and - for ene reason©r another - not

susceptibie to swift satisfactiomn.

Let US review:thepicture of 'the mind' SO far. What we
seem.tohave issarnumber of different interestsoofdifferent
strengths and at different.levels-0f arousal: Whenever an
interest 13 'occupying:the-mind' et usssay it is at peak
arcusa.. 10eSlrength of an interest.can ce:regarded as =
function. 00- one freguency with which it:reaches peak arousa-,



itself presumably.arfunctiorn of the level{s) of armusak that: it
mAaintains ywhen it is not at peak. At the apposite axireme fresn
obsession, a faintinterestisrequires: a patent SUHIMMMONRStO rouseiit
fram the borders-.of campletentnertia,whilstasdefunct interest
car budekRnitionnnot beraraused at ailt (if: ittsceefunct;tits
extinet). The:picturergivereisia dynamic one in at least this
respect: thesinterest:sat peakearousak atza givgemamoment need mnot
be the strongestinterest, but streng interests ake Hydel nition

beund ta achieve: peak arousal sometimes. Therefore, whatiis ait

'the forefront of ane's mind' is beund tosshift.
what:is ittforaaninteresitta be-adt'peak arousall? to
‘aceupy' or be 'at the forefront’ of the mind? It isfaorimages,
thoughts, utterances, or actions (inclucding listening and
looking) relevant to that interest to occur. \What it is for an
action or utterance to occauriis pertfecliy clear - chey can be
withessed. 3:.ansimagethatoccursstame is-ascene only H can
ser, = thought an utterance-enly:l can-hear. That we 'see’
things inrthe:'mMmindisseye’'is a cammonplace «andninthe Pest
draft of this: ehapter- didn't query it beyone:iin one context
suggesting that:'in:thermind's body 'might be a better phrase.
And:l was:willing t0 aceept the ttanslkation Of tpicture’ for
image'.. Subsequently; camments from peopie-who sead that:draft,
plus further-consideratiorn of theccases 12 18, plus some nore
determined introspection O ymyself; plus alittle 'research* have
all: conspired co make:-me:reject:that t#l¥s@tich%- Several
peepie comimented fthatthey-hardly‘had:images:at all, or even
that sne/ never-gid; a 00: | new know that : wide variation-between

individual reports ofdmagery hasslong:zdean recognised 1n



psycihdlogy (see Bartlett,t19B84).) HoWweves, evernyronesseems ta be
able to comply with a request to inragine that they're:in seme
spot familiar-te theet and then reper on whatidieeetion this er
that may he in relatiostadhamm. This halds even forthase mast
resistant te the idea that imagesplay=anyrtoke in their mental
lives. (That wasithe 'nesearch’ just mentioned.)
Wihentthze imagination providescaneswithanimage.iit iss more

a matter of having a scene befare ene, thanh of seeing A picture.
Sometimes one 4s just a withess to thesseene —~which may e quite
static; ,0rNEL : andhsometimes a patticipant; in either case,
much ofithetime, 1 believe, the images:Rit by upnaticed.
Certainly innrmy owncaease,uwntil I started attemding to the
cantents of my mind, believed thatcmy mental lifesvas almest
comptetely vaid of imagery. But nowll've maticediit, | Kaow that
imagery iirthée senrsesdescribed ds:ia backgrotumnad aeconmpaniment to a
greai deal of the sireaam offrmemntal chatter|'ves always Knevvn
about. Unlike those interal verbalisations that llve:been
dignifying as 'thoughts”, images =arerhadrd t0' lIgetihotdoof':
because theytennotvwerbal, we can't trat thenv out just like
that, either-for another-person or for ourselves. tttakes an
artisi:too make: these mental represerdationsypriblic, to P them
and make:themllast. Whereas anyone can out 2 'thoughit' into
graspable faorm.

Before Ibegan thinking about:it for the: purpoesesof writing
Ghis ehapter, IThad unref§ectingly assuumed tthett myy o iivate
verbalisatiensowere my-onbs overt memal phenomena worth
noticing. 1 was al.so connvineedtthat language wastthe sale

coghnitive-means of gettingrawayy fronmthechere andinow,, and Hence
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the only vehicle: fOos seriolrs thraugit. .Samre off my reasarss ffor
shedding those prejudices must already be ebvious - what eise
does an image do, other theantake-one: away from the here: and new?
(i facirtheaest obthis chaptek isidevoteditocanswering that
guestion.); Despite: these changes immy viewpahtit, my central
wonking assumption indhis chapter and-themextwis-a-vis
interal verbalisations hassnotichimnged. Namely, that they are
in effect-uttermBaces tiyat anly theibdrinstigateosr-cam hear, thattvwe
sheould think ofourselves as having 'mindss «aks' as well as
'mind's eyes'. Ikhthe:-theought of hearing things with the 'mind's
ear' strikes youuassimplausible, let ime suggest the following
'mine exercise'.. Take a dine fromesoime seng you khewand PEst
say it silently/tayourself, then singii, equally ssilenthy.
Those quasiwdtteranees] | navesrbeemcalhng' thaughts’, immy
ewn case:at Jeast include a great deal that doesnit merid the
name, such as repetitions ,exctamations, curses, and oldisaws
(see next chapter-tor details). Accerdingly, from new on kil
generally substitutesthe expression m-utterance for what t have

hitherto referred to as 'theughts'. Im parallel fashion, the

expression m-action maysstand: in for 'image 1 . Viewed this way,

'images' and ‘thoughts' appear-nuch:-less:radicallydistinct than

they seemda be:at Prsst. Beth are m-activities, occerring:as it

were 'in the: mind's body', which guasizactsimwhat | shall
henceforth call cognitive space. Ameoengsttheserme-activities,

m-utierances tend to draw the attention,, as speech whichis
agddressed:to one:doesdnpublicsspace. If this view:seems

far-fetehed; then-read: on for-the-furthet-considerations which
changed my mind, and may chamge yours.




wesshall neoywreaviewtthermole of immageryin one's meantal
life £ iniarder eventuallyytocdatenmnmine the distinctive rele ef
mﬂU{t&IﬁalﬁEﬁ:&.SThémaﬁt@;ObMiﬂldSsthi'ﬂg Aaimage does is make it
possible te percgive somethinghwhich iscnanim factypresent.iit
can be samething incthecpast oriin the future, or be purely
imaginary: aan image has the poveer to presemt these,
indiffefently] 10 theemindis'eye = ConhsidesrthesfoHowingzimage:
in hermind's: body, the: thinker-is passing: threwugh a dear. Now
let s imagine:seme contexts in which this image mighteocaur:
Firsttlet=ussupjposesthat our-hereine has an important
intervievww thie: nextt day, , which issasnerverackimg prospect. She
is trying to take her mind Offi it with = good book, but eveny 200
and then, the visdom afrhenselfrstepping intecthe:inteprieyrooim
assails heaer. Wbetbherwer not she has ever seen or been through
the particulae daor she avill Jasssthraugry tiomorreow,, and whether
or mot she remembers itrifsgbhe has. itiis still annnmage of
passing through:-that deeor temarrow: dts faithfulhess 1o the real
deeor she will go threugh is completelyirrelevant to ner concern.
Each dime the imagenhits her and she's gaing threugh that
doer again,, anxiety 3oodsover-het-onee: more, The:image remings
her of her warry, of the wearry that presemnts her with that image.
lis as theugh-the image yanks the whole:thingiinto view, oy
making its presencexknown(again) tothe poorcady. leuckily. it's
= goad:bock:and-after a:while it grips her to the point at which
the image ceases 5corecur. ThHiS, 1 think, is closely parallel to

what Barthesrefers te as 'remembering; punctuallycpathetically



. Imordeirto be happy/unhappy, not in erder tocunderstand*
{ref. above). The anxiety is at a very high level of arousal,
pressing ta enterr consciousness, Binging the imagetto the
forefrenmt:-of the mineh,, ready te eccupy: it emirely: . The image
functions here:assvanguadrd.

Nowi magine aun heroineg isitrying to remmemben thellay-out of

a heousesshe hasmvisited. 'Inhherrmind's eye' she begins in the
mast famiiliagrrreom, visualising tvwo dooss leadmngrfram it. She
then goes through ene of them, shutting it behind her and leaning
against it totviewethehscene: and see what eXits if aayymay
reveal themselves from there. From time to timme she mutters {0
herself, "Now Jet-me see, if duturr ter myrdeft:. .. ..right",
ete.. Here thenimages(one: of aa sequence)iis reqguired to be
faithfuly asds eachdimagedinithe:seguence - thoughoanly in
respect of retativie positionrand not i any other regpect. For
ittis: with: retative vpositiom that she:is concermsd. Also
rrelevant here issthe:point inctime: at:whiech this mind-trip
oceurs: thatitieould dassesaftanytime is part of the exercise.
Unlike the: door image broughtencby:anxiety, this door image is
cimsless. A.fiwnther difference befween this andithellast case is
that whilst we-must say that the image eecurred tocthe thimker in

each case, IR thisscase it-occurs to her becausesshe islloekipg

for it.

In what respects, ifrany,. armmimage is required to represert
the actual depends.on the interestdhat gives:edse to it. Alse,
im what nrespects, iffrany,,ittbearssom past ar fdtureccaat be
recognised-nothy-any feature-of itself, but by the nature of the

interest that gives rise to it. Reecall thatthevery same:images
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sigmalled hothh past and futunre tocthe-empassionedllonderwhikst
her hope stilh Bourished;: but onceherhope haddbecame despal,
they told only of the past. If Wweavant tocintegp et ananmage,
the interestifronmwhich ittspringss must provide the context in
wihich we de SO.

Given the difference in:contextsbebween thetwocexamyples
above, how:differently does the imagerfunction:in either case?
Let us call:ithedrrstcasecanddallcasessinwhich ah imageiis
'pushedaut' rathrer thaan summenedx expressiver Frordniits
simplest sense, tocexpress jusiddoes mean 1o push«aut - though
what IS expressed in chis sensewnly zetsasfar as cagnitive
space. Once an image hassslippediito cogniive space, the
interesttitis anexpression-of:-by debnitioncmeves from a high
levellof arousad 50qahigherrone,, ramely to peakarossal. That
interest; forcsome-period:of timehomwenxer hrief, will now.occupy
a mind taken up a Momenthetore lyy some otkrer: ntarest: and each
time this happens it makes the-thinker-once: more aware of her
concern. In this case;: themimagesboithrexpresses and arouses the
interest, but makessnoidifference ito itssoutcome.

Let us call the:other-case, imwhich the thiinker steps
through the dooer in order to jog her menmory, purpesive. Because
the interest imthis case issa purpose, it exerts a cantaim
demanc onrthe ithinker fonmake differemnce 1o itss outcome. Her
thinking; ofrthedear-itself does that tand as shessteps: thirough
it, she reminds-herself Of whats onthe other side. #awdoes
she image-help her do this? Thinking:0f the:door makes her aware
of having a specile interest (part of'the:general one) in Whats
through that door. As she passes through:it, looking for the




answey, the imagerfunctiens docbring:that interest to peak
arcusal, SO thatwhat she knowes athoutwhatis throwugh that deer
will surface : become visible:to thenmindis eye: BeBavisesimages
functien i this aswvayy, , thecinterest isigrgad ombyy the:immags,, orly
in that:case:-the<interest needed no urging. An-dimage which
serves a purpose also expresses andarauses:that puipoese, as well
as making=a difference to its=outcome.

Altheughiit was true in thoese two @ases,a;'slsﬂt IS inzmany
others, that an imagessenesH-tqareuse dtsnnjtiating interest
stilll furthen: thathis Nnetmecessarnlyltheheaseec Fare>xample,
when [ loseemy temper I frequently perfonm m-actions of extreme
violence on the object of my anger. The glimpse dhwat affords mne
ofthe consequences af-such violenee-at once nakes me awake that
I don't deswe-thermn a@dotHMSSa@tuailylglaimaens the anger rather
than urging it0nA: It alsa.changes the: form-of the.anger-- makes
a differenee tesitstouterore - by closingeoff pessihilities (those
rejected violent :aets) rather than by opening them up. Despite
the differencessbetrneen thisscase and the other ones,:therrole of
the image inevery case Mmay be: summed.d p asithatof having a
feedback-effect on the interest whichzgaveibsa ¢oiit.

with an image, we can-a represent @ possible: state fot: aftairs
to aurselves and therehy £2nd out how.we 1eact t0:it, how ve feesl
about it, - athedughitimay meke stomachs churn, palms sweat and
hearts beat faster* - without having tossefferiits actual

consequences. Reughlyy speaking, thesquestionanimage: nmay
usefully evoke a response tosispDees thisfeetrkght, s it what
rwant? That embraces:the purpeseful cases-above like

remembering the layout and planning the shopping,;as-well as the



rejectian of violent possibilitiesdn the dasiscase Evenwhen
the image is affseme past everit, tseaeimns to me tthat one is
intrnsicaly) aware of itstdesnabilityteroothepanise,, innbeing
awade Ofit at alll Astwellas eaabling reactions of this kindl,
the feedbackeetfact also makes a diffecence dOthf@el|ﬁMé| oif
arcous=y ©f any interest affected.

whenthe deaebofaarousab ot an intecestiis raised, that hhas
beth a long-term and a short-term«effect. The longterm’ effect
I hypothesise, lasts just as long astthesaffected intetestilasts.
WY henanot tnaaction, an interest will tend toosinkcgradiuallyy aavay,,
mantaning a lower and lower:lexel of arousal as time pmes?‘
Since the mere:adoused antintenest jsiithedanore dikely it is to
responid O relexvant input, every @ceasion Ofiits arousal acts to
strengthen: it by retamning: i & tarkelatively high:level. Input
thus prolongs-the: active life af .ﬁniizlf’l-i@‘rsest. It also sesves co
keep the assumptions\whicihn mfarm dhat-interest retatively
available, vwhich brings us to the short-term «<ffect of arousal.
The more:highly aroused: an intetestis, the more accaessihle iS
the information relevant to it; ,secinformation relevant to an
interest-which issat peak issmaximally aceessible. This follows
quite automatically - thie: intesesttcannot leave itssfoom behind.

A camhinationof those twozaspects of:ithe feedback &ffect is
what makes it pessible for an image 10 make aidifference 4o the
eutcomesof aniinterest. IN:bemnggaam expression in cognitive
space, an image becomes:something=ore: carnt react:ta:iif this were
nRot SO, then now coauld it effeet anyichange? I1n order ito sifect
any permanent change imthesforny of-an-interest-- i.e.. a=chiange

which is henceforth taken for granted - them the m-action in
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guestionamust besassessed: Ifitis to affect the: futdte-course
of my actions in real spacs, then it had better bhe
well-metivated. Take a simple ease: m=activityywhen comypiling my
shoppiagilist brings me to the cereal shelf; yes, we nead-cereal,
Muest -which gets added 50:my dist. I order ta-assess the
cereal shelf to see ifiticontainssanything t want, iznmust
obvicusly bring relevarit information:to taear. And in order to do
that,, thesrelevantinforsmationnmust be available,

S0, non-werthal m-activity ean do a good: geal to assist the
busimress ofrthinkhmng: ahoutssaomething.: But it hassitsi mits. In
the PPrsi:place; 1 as 1 remarked abeye. itiis hard 10 get hald of
of bx aniamage-is evanescent. Innmy casezat least, RO exact,
reliacie; repetitionseams passible ither, and 1 eannot-raold: ik
before my mind's eye and gaze:at 16 1t issnot thenefore
possible tox:preduce a c€o0l, measwred assessment of jt;reather,
it's anrdntuitiva s jgutsreaction dypeyof response 4o hows che
image feels. E tdees:appearthat some people aresbetter able to
grasp or Pxxthew magery tham Liamm, and therefore better placed
to produce a cool judgement of 13. KHowever:evendelativealy
expert image-manipdlators Pnd that-thessecand: imitation -applies
to them. Namely, that-in formimngap-assessment-of an image,iit
is: only: the information which:has-breughtsits: initiating inerest
so LtScurent form.awhich is-eeliably and-effortlessly avaiahble.

In certainly, is hetnecessatily true that an image-will feed
back:onlyinto the interest which gave rise:toit. Butitdoes
seem:to be abnermalfor an image € Qarcuseranunretated inteeest,
and idiesyncratic and arbitrary when it does:so. To take an
actual examplie, the other day cooking someéthing in=3 Sightly



idded pan, and wantingto knewhow: itwascdaing without lifting
the lid, : imagined the panith dranspasentssides. Immediately,
after an intervad obsame twenty¥ yearsj Ireealled ansadrtoer
billion cuhessthat {'d aneedmaginedq jn:whichonreswatched a
wihinle eew through ithe sides of a glass pan, being magically
tramstormed inmto a littte leube wrapped im shiny paper. Clearly
even an interest:seaveak as tochave lain dosmant fosyears canr o€
revived, reareused, by animagesasi distinctive: as thisone. But
having these memorieszrevivedratter all that time, througih quite
pleasing, was entiredyyuseless;, and thee comnection brielRyymacke
entirely arbitrary.

It seemsiintuitively; likeb/. thatathe: power affthesimmage to
evoke ithe old interest in-the:case justidisecussed was:a-result of
itssvividnesssand d;isat'rneti&exa ess.. Take-agaimthatteveryday
image of passing through -a door. Imagine that our anxious
interviavvee, whorhas earkercbeenrtnying o vrecallthat lay—oaut -
using 'the door image' -i1s being:assailed: by her worry again,
heralded by 'the door image'. In thiscontext it seems extremely
unlikely that thenimageswould: rearouse the interest.which gave
Fise SOiits twin., But ifwe:reyerse the onder:it's a different
story: Imagine-eurhereine: nas: deeanbeingrbugged Dy trer anxiety
aid evening, with:the:-door image asherhig:it inreach cime, and
then cries to divesrt herselt by remembenng: the! layoutcof thaet
house. It seems muchrmare likely that the door image:in.cthis
comext will spark-off thenweorry agam. .INn seemssreasonable to
assurpe-that the capacity ofranrA:mage:to arousezan: rterest
.~ hdapendent ofsthe-one that gave-rise 1o it,sis: a functon ©of the

distinctiveness of-the-image:co-She one mana,:and the:level of



arousal of the independentiinterest on the other.
$Q, the basic limitationssoththe-cognitive-scope ofimagery
are these: itis hard:ta Ox,examine, scrutinise, henee not
suscepiible: toccoold lassessiment; andiil exerts no avHeamaitic call
on iiniformatimm which has not already beemn perceived as relevant
to the interest imnpgla;;& Jhence it issnetisusceptible to
assessment in the ligkt-oft more: general information. Havever
"cerebral 'the dnterestawhichr gives riséesto @nz:images judge meint
of what thatimage presents is radically/interestdependent and
suhjectivve. Qften that's goodecaenaughy tbut itsisn'tiif ome wants
to decice if somethingis:ohjectively plausiblerarceeyrect. 1t
means,for example; that-wher:-recoliecting-that dayout, iif she
wants to check the plausihilityof herimage of what's through
that-door, shels geingsto mare to: make:a-considerable effort. On
the whole; if it 'feelssright." she'll just-assume:titiis right -
in: AUEh the same way-as the image-of a bananamay:strike a hungry
person:=as 'feeling right '('Yes;, she: m-uwtters, *atbananawauld
be just the thing!'i
However,; f she wanis:to make-eertainthat she's tight, on
if 'sheis:=:in daubt anyway, she's gaoing to have: toccheck it for
consistency with infarmation about ather bits-of the hause. A
totality: iniwhich ex.0s:are-also entrances, in whichsstairs that
go ¥p comedoywn, etc.; i.e. one that is self~eonsistent,,would be
che bhest possithle conmbrmation. S0, in order to check the
plausibility:of Srerdmage; she'ssgoing to hawve tto pull out
infarmatian more. genera: than that-which has already guided her
answer-and ereated the:image:0: #has's through that door. That
other information deos not autematically present itself although
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it'sS readily availabte svwvhen specilecallyceallkedrfor. 1f I out
myyself in N's place,, it seems to me that masshalling this
relativety widesramge of infovmration issimpossible witheuwt
Issuing a verbal suimmons.: Beathat as itamay, d-isclearthat if
one IS copeerned.withilikelihood rathertthan: desirability, then
imageyy is = mueh dess ugeful cognitive doQl. Hoaever; if, as
Sperber and Wilsen suggest, ' makingssusesthat we're aimed at an
Integsection offthe:desirable and ithe likaly is a central
coghnitivecepdeaveour, theaimageny,y obviouslyymakes an extremely
useful comtribution.. As we: shall.see i the: next chapter,
m-utterances are either free of ar less susceptible to, the

Limitations that:l have-been outlinimg:which apply to imagery.

Let us nOW-keview the pictdee-of 'the mind' whichiis
suggested-by-the: discussion so far:ltiisa-duakpicture, *ith,
on the enehand; a eallectiancofsbusy; partlyiinterrelated,
interests at diffecent levels of arousal,, and on the other,
cognitive-space innwhich m-activities arising:front those
interests aceur.  THe interest system is both productive and
reaciive, creative and receptive. In its receptive:aspect, =ao
interest is:what:is changee by.incaming information,; and hence iis
. Locus-of infermation. Therefore, new:input is always received
and assessed-against a background of-thetaken:for granted, and
even the most.viseeral reaction i3 an informed one. Egually, in
15:S ereativesaspect all one-outputor=an mterest Vil e auided
Dy the assumptions which inform 20. Afmengst one outputci an
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interest.may be material in cogrniitive space. By perfarming
m-actions and muutteranceswe createcopbjects im cogriitive space
which can-then-function:as input into the interest system,:i.e.
edbagok.

Hoamevrerttheppicture is [ess simple than 1've been
pretending: sa far. For anething,-pa interest isiisolatad: all
interests contribute te-the:-complexity of the interest system,
withilm which they are related inndiverse: ways. Forrexaample,
interestss may be related by partial identityy (omeray)), ,fromm one
shared feature to many, with = compiete overlap beaing the
imitingccase off panfeact identity:ytwor dnterests, are dhe same
justtto thenextendthat the:same-differences:havwe shaped them.
Or interests mayybesrelated: because«the cutcame aoffonemakes a

differaenee-to the outoome of aneotherr whichnnray include the
effect ofrone rulingzout: the-other. .Orinterests: may be
unrelated except by the moestindirect and lengthy of rowtes. The
network which:is established by these:interconnecting nterests
must be extraordinarilyycomplex, and activatiosr.can pass through
ittquite independently of m=activities iin cognitive space. The
different Levels of arcausal of itssvanous parts in a givven
individual at:a given-meoment, will.depend-<on:the: history«cf that
individual And that will be-determined oy an interaction
between.what malters to-that individual, what s/he cares about,
and input from cognitive, public, .and: physical space.

Themneotioas:of '"peak arousal' ancfof 2Zaccessibility' are

also more complicated than - have:sortaradllowed. For exampie, I
have been-speaking as though:there xould natuwally e just one
Interest-at {peak arousal” ac.any: given:moment. Yet; when E Dut
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fornard the idea of 'peak arousal’, lisuggested that the
ocourrence of actidnssand utterances, as welllassn-actions and
Msttiieraneessrelevantita annnterest,: Might couvmt.asseytdence
that it was at:'peaki’ the: ideabeing that an interest attpeak
was sohighly areusedtthat it required to be expressed, andiids
expressian-could:take.any of theseforms.:H there are four
modes of:pessible-expression; codldfaur distinct interests he =z
peakat the same time? To the extent that.one can do things and
say things whilstone'ss'ming: is elsewhere!,, theitimmayyose
pessible for fourr-distinct-interesistto peak at the, same time.
Howearer,sftor myseglf, 1 Pnd it hasddta createcm-actions and
mruttesances fremn different-sources at the samme time. But

driving: a car; thinking abeut dinner, and chatting with a
passenger are possible contempomneocus pursuidsin a pinci.
M=utterances and utterances previde more comyetition for eacn
other thagm m-actions do withhactions s perraps:because utterances
2:exerta:;greater demand onithe attention. At this level the
prenemenon we are gdealing:with4s-attention - and:its sibling,
effort (see Kahneman, 1973) - and:theceapacity toi divide: it.
Giving something-ene’'s.dndivided attentian:is a matter of having
only oneiinterest at peak.

A Farther complieation:to the raotion<of ‘peakarousal’ is
that when-2:given:interest is at peak, then its most closely
related interestsswilli(preswimably) also be highly arocused.
Whereidoyyouideawsthe Jline? Since the form of an interesi:may ==
seen:as:3:-functioncf:its place in the total network, there IS
not generally anyall raund cut-off point.. 3utthat helps solve
anconenproblem:with:-the notion rof ‘peak arcusal’. Namely,:if 80



=113-

nterest is:acspeak arousad when i-produces, say, adrimage, then
winat is involved in its being; farther araused? Hrintfocmation

relevant tocaminterest atpeak<arousal issimmediately anvailahle,

i iseems reasgnable to propose:that when it is farther-asovsed
then moere infosmatorrbecomesiinmmediaiely available. Secwhen an
imager feeds:backimntositsninitating inderest.iit's like the
effect.of a stone=sending out ripples: the: bigger the splash the
wider the spread.
Another conseguenee-of an interest:beingareused: beyond peak
arousal isdthata seguence of further relevant M-ractions and
mM-utteranees mayfollow:ther Prs: ane.ii«, the level of arqusal
remains beyonddthe peak 'threshal-d' for semething longer than a
brief instarnt, Thiswaeuld PolioN from-thedentative: assympiion L
made above, that l-evel-of arcusalwill gradually decline,®
combined with the-assumption that an interest mayybe-areused way
heyond the productive threshold at which.it ‘pealks'. BW .- st
also,, It: seems,, pestulate an upper:imit on level of arousal.
Otherwise the feedback:effect eould resul imsuch
selftstimuiation that o otnerdntergst ywould evesggt axchance
to take over. Of course, something Like:tthis doescoccuriin the
case of obsessions,;cutiit is: 7.08 the usual.case. Awontributory
factor-in-this may ce that the feedback affect need not always
obtain, it:may.depend 0G:a:siightly higher level of arousal than
the peak threshold far-a-measure of attention-to-be-paid50-What
is: producod. AS Mmy-experience:of the-afrontfulness of
introspection makes -abundantiy: cican 134+ 4:- 30 the begmning of
next chapter!, we mast of che-Cime:pay: very tittie attention

ndeed co the conients of cognitive: space.
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*...e bndings ofthis Chapter are very speculative, but they
... the working assumptions-en-which.the-rest of this thesis is
.es2s.  Of they lead te-false predictions: or-contradictions then
- will. have todiscard them:. Bat:seclong as they go on working,
-anal: so on using:them. Thecentral assumptions:are these:
voss INtErests are fundamental:psychelogical pheremena; that we
. m3/2 a greattmany;;thatthey:-have a durationc2 which may mary
-ap~ - Rriefrinstamntitocazlifetime;; that they are both creative
in: receptive; that theyate-=locti 0f information; that they are
rienly intercannecteddsecasstodfarma netweork; that they are
.tones ly a-t widely different:levelssofrarousal as a result of an
AntAra:tiom betvween activation: from withiin and bimput firoom
w.to; ‘That.a high: leve:sof arausal leads to praductivity, i.e.
*Freesion; thatithenre are four. possiblecexpressive oltlets -
1:3:2:8 and utterances; mractions and m=utteramness;:that imput to
3taterest may.bedrom-physical, public, or-cognitive:space;
¥a npu: - may affectthe-form of an interest aswellas its
== 3T arowusal,
In the=next chapter £ fogusson-the-question of what special
inte.mution m-utterances: may make 4o this generalpicture.
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Chapter Six: M-utterances

in the last chaptesr| useekillustrations whiech.seaemed
plausibie:in-ordes to:explore same quastions about:the-mind. iR
thisschapter- draw onactuak material:t have J-caught passing
through my own cognitive space, in arder tocpursue some of these
questions further. That:is;;| use introspectivereponts: balow,
rather than telling:zintrospectively plausible stories. so,
whether my reports strike you as piausible or net, they are as
true as 1 can fmake them. In fact, there-are.a:number of

difPculties dn repeoerstingrintrospeective-data, and : shall beghn
by sketching those. _

One:difleulty is:chat-2.gooed coal of what:intrespectiaon
revea:s isimagery. As1 stressedii. the last chapter, i my
case at least, imagery I inordinately evaneseent, fugitive; se
even though it'seems toraccompany:-a very great deal of my
chinking, attending cicsely to itisne; possible. Furtheemore,
in order to reportiit, 1 havettoturn:it ito-words, there is 10
other way To:convey 1 t,. -Utterances of caurse do not suffer
chis distortion: :: canin princip.e cellyou exactly what

meutterarcce wassrunning:through-my mind at & par ician: momenrit
simply 24 repeating it{in: public:332¢c9-And presumably pecause
they have this precisely recaeverable -Room, m-uttarances cam be
grasped, pinned:-down, examined. [: chus becomes: possiblerfor
accuRam-utteranees:to be the S00:80,"matter 00 thi3 chapter.

DPespite those advantages of-m-albarancem, itis not as easy

A3 you may: chink so repeait private sayings-Pai.nfuity:in public
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space. The main practical difeculty.is the-sheer-spaed at which
materiallwhizzes thnougihh (Mmy)) eggnitive space. M-=utteranece
suceeeds m-utterance very mueh-faster thap utterance succeeds
utteeance; which:is:preseinably, because the unwicediis Ret
constrained by considerations of clear articulationm ane
audibility, F2ven a:-hectie.gabhle a daesnt equal the speed of my
's{ream of-conscinousnass.’ AlsO, perhaps because of che velume
of ceoghitive: material | create:per minute, I bnd that | can
remembermy rparel(éisethhogjghtﬁ anly oven aperiod-of up 1o abaut
thitty-seconds: M-wtterancesswhich, for-onereason or another,
are Worh. rememberinag, tend 10 keep coming back-until:deadt with
- the rest justiship away..| seentosbe able co recall what 1've
been thinking about, i.e:.aha: Interests have:09ein play, over a
period of-hours: rathesthan-secones, withowt being able to
remember morethana very rew of the-huge number of unveoiced
formulatons that haves ogeurred to: me curing chat time.

4 Furtheridiflequlity is that . don's usuallyy pay, much
attention-to the: eventssin cognitive -space, they bPow oy
unregarded. Plans,, putative-conversations and wviitiings, and

self-indulgent daydreams nay all be exceptions to this, and can
all besfacal cognitive:ohjects, £.2. O= 2= centre cf attention,
im 1€ corna: courseof things. The more busily l:am pursuing
interests:-17. physical and pubiic.space;thedess likely it S
that. | will be :noticing the -eontents 05 cognitive space. And the
more demanding. these olitside intones:3, one L:ess:attention or
effort M. . presumably de lens -+ fer internal business. It
follows-Frem th:s:that{ an-mess lice.=y co-introspect: whemn scene
are foes: cutside:demands; and Sho-mind i3:presumably at 183
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busiest. This is liable-techave a distorting effect, in that the
pictune: of -cognitive sspace which-emerges is liable toybe fof it at
itssmest active. Whaltiis mete, there iS no guarantee that
anything:is occupying=my mind the rest of che time when 1'm not
noticing iit.

The intraspective-technigue: - adopted: was designed to
minimise the problems I've just outlined, What |- did:was the
mental equivalemt of (teehnically.rather.incompetent) stop-trame
photography: everysnow and thren as arbittary /moments, aver a
period of several weeks, |lwauld ask myself whatil'd just beemn
thinking; , and note down:=a fewsseconds’ worth of:ithe cognitive
stream. As welliasscarrying aut these self-instructions, I found
that nyvgenerally aroused interestin the cantents:of imyy mind
made me much-morezgenerally awarof them. In my own case at
Least, the cognitivesstream. iStabmast incessant:; there are some
physical activities s0 absorbing :or demanding that cognitive
space: IS void: whilst:theyire .geing on, but chey are few. The
trequency and velumewf cognitiva material uadoubtedly vatries
greatly between individuals; but 1 wauld contend that:everyone
has seme-material in cognitive apace imaoston the-timae. For
anyone «:: doubts-this, |:sugges: one cHo followin

mindsexperiments. One issta-employ the technicie E Just
outlined; anai cateh-a tew: Seec@ 13 ci'yourown cognitive stteaamn as
oftem 33 it:cocursstocyour todo 30. The:coheris to attenpat to
empty yoar mind: for any but the most practiced meditators the
result:c8:trying-to do that-send:»50 da:an-awareness cE ivst new
mueh-ca.ere is-co empty-oat, and ::3: hex fast one does on

ercucing; more,
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What justibes my using introspection despite itssnamny
drawbacks? - Howcean:l hope 10 get any closenrtaanswerng: my
cemtral question of vwhatroie language playsrinthinking,iif 1
don'tdare-examine actual cases?

An essential presupposition<of this chapter is that:imagery
and m-utieranpces are on a par wich eachwther in several
respects.. They/have aa common agginiin the interest system; they
are ooth prmarilyy expressions of specipc interests; they ecan

CO-0€CUl N .cagnitive: spaees justsas:actions.and Utteranees can
co-occur inrseciak space: and<they cannbothnhaave a féedback
effect -on-che interesttsysterm. Let us bedgin by testing tirose

assumptions agamst an 205wua:-case Ofza sequence cf1n-activities.

Example :
"yhat do .- need?r 1 Said (Siently) taamysell, "coffee, birthday
present for Rey, money (NS«<children's lunch money). Atoy for
Roy, Habitas?" kere jpeeting.image of all:.Cho toys from
Habitat:being-swallowed by the set of ail. Roy's boyssspread
acroess his sitting-reem-300or passed swiftly-beforeemy mind's
eye. Coinciding-wish:it was; ,":00 hear-home, he'il.naare
everythins. Nove-got:enough-eoffee for-breakfast." At this
goint-7 Fat up and-checked cash flow: encugh:13 tto'worry. Then
an image cook mesdowntthe hill fram the school, cowards possible
non-Habitat-seurces of toys. "Pest Ofpce? 8°. Boots? surety
we need something fronx Boots... Ca: Mi;?2 No. Gatfoed?
well... Damn, Have 1o wrap-the presen:-and-cring it to-sehool:3%
PiCK- =P Rime. Wrapping paper! Smiths. ' . 30 town:the:hill

1:Ch Jenny-andilend-a-hand wit. the kids."



A the end O£ this sequence of me-activities, 1 had settled -

theugh 1 den't think: | told: mysel? so - thatI'd squeeze in
present-buying brstithing: and: caffee-buying at the endqof the
school day.

The interests which gave Fise tocthis:seguence: were the need
te make certain: essential ipurehases, combined.with:the desire to
expend as listlectime-and energy as possibleiin doings0. Both

m-utteranees:-and images help me sort the matter out by expressing
aspects of it,rand feeding back intositi iIThus;ameongst wirat we
need 50 zet issastay foroRoy,;y andamongst the passible places to
buy a toy inrmy neighbourhood (i.e., withhout going far and
spending time and energy unnecessarily) is Habitat. But it nas
only assmall: coy department. 13 just round the corner from Roy's
house, and Roy -hasaageeat munt toys: atready. The vision 32
RoOy's teyssswallzqwing dhe whele -supply from-Habitat ne~ped make
i+ clear that-another-source for-his present=would have to be
found, N short is-had a feedback:effect-an:the:interest. And
note chat coatiimage was immediately preecedad by 'a toy for Roy.
-Habita:?2>which presumably had the specibkc teedback-effect 32
bringing: too-mind the characteristics of Habitat as a source of
soys forrPOv - whiech the inage then sums ap.

So, images and m:utterances-are on 3 Can:wisezeach:other in
each oftherespectsd mentioned: acove: bhay:arecpotentially

CQo-OCCcUrrng creations-of specibt interests which-may contribute
to those=interests:by:feeding-back 2010-Shem. #an what ways,
shen, 13 a m-uncerance:functiona:-; ¥13-inQ:-from-anmimage? Che
most @buica3 gross difference:between crom 3 thatone E3

Quas:-aural whi.e the other:is quasissparin-visA.. Furthermaore,



the aural dimension arof a:m:=utterance:is strictly rule-goveraed
and precise: the form of & m-utterance is ablways parctly
determined by the language in which it is couched. This hasJsnany
repereussions, which will .emerge during the coutse.of this
chapter. (and heyend).2
In the last chaptierr | presented the minchass having two
componRens, a netwerk.of interconnected: nterasts, and cegnitive
space. The:network as potrtrayed there was a highly: Rexible
assemblage ofiinterests connected.with-each wothet inaasbitrary
and acciderntal ways as well as imwellzmotivated anes,
Furthermere, ,activation ot thaose -connections will always partly
dep}éﬂdo@n’: the:prier levels ef arousal of the activated interests.
b shor; the netwoerk.can made:arfairly chaotic and unreliable
cantribution 1o cognitive:endeavours.: ntuitiveby,
(myutterances,, being potential bearers of oruin values, and
potential conclusions:0s-premises of arguments, strike one as
havinz : ~»-rational aneilesssunpredictable basis. Desgpite
their common origim inthe seething network; theis common

destination: En cogniive space. cperhapsimages and m—utterances

taxe differen: routes. Might the mine tavetthrree :and:not just

two essential.-compeonants? - a computational logic machine -as well
as cognitive space-:and she network?

Amons the-m:utterances:| hanve noted-myself producing, are
moans, exclamations, curses, cries of joy,; and:peopic’'s:names.
These-=are-:all unlikely: products of = togic machine, heing mcre
Like the:bark:05 Q f = dog than like:reasened propesa.s on

conelusions. Bar:-Shese exp osive Lintie burnts cf excitoment

form a separate categor? from chat of mood im-jutterarces,
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namely, expletives.. Peshaps: what distingtlishes them from other
(m-)utterances justtis thatdheydon't achieve.expression via thi .
logic: machine. Se, let's ook again-atithe example of rational
decisiorrmaking Igaae above.

Having established:two grierities - getting:the:coffee and a
toy forrRoy - @ put . y mind-to: doing-them onithessame-cep. The
on.y place for toys en 3 natural circuit:-withithe-coffee-shop
being Ktabitat, : then consider getting the present there, owt
rule itout. Since there's enaugh coffee forbreakfast, 1 stap

worrying about biting coffee dn, -and. aim:myself towards the
other toyshaps which arern't convenient 1.0 the caoffee shop. N
then pus myy-mind:to Phpding other reasons for making a sepatate
tric, ank remind myse.£2 7a:m::cession o kE shops as which 1 might
plausibly; want to get something. = FQCUSkPESt on the ?eost
ofrce - which is Birst. o the poute - Chen ignore a shoe shop
and a Furniture shoep, and focus on Boots. Given cerain
background propositions, the segquence-of though: wup wntil. nrew
couli: Quite helpfully; be spelled out:in inferential terms. Byt
at this point it becemes much-harderito do:that. [? I am
proceecing:in a deductive fashion; sthenCha reasoening; here mast
involve: taking: inte-account every cind-cf thing that Boots:sells,
and c1:90k:ng-l:=against-what's-missing from Our:shekres. But in
tr21 -=:= now come 1 tRINK of-cal-Feod and Ca S litter,, which we
colrnead, and don't think:of dicenan-paper; whichrwe do? weell,
Manbe one could- explain-cases. Like-snic ¢c7 conc.uding that I noe:x
ressirina.. ..
if-m-autorances ic: O3 caP-22-3-res..: 08 Sat -0033-10gicising,

300 Seeinrelationship wit: 3:0 830mM0O7:003 xaien info o-m them Le



infecertial, then what issgoing n in the :2s: of the images
which occur which-may be equally; informed: oy, assumptions? For
example, whencourrheroine: of the last chapter imagimedrherlover,
that maze was-eertainly infarmed hy the: knowledge chat thenre was
RO one in the world she'd rather kiss. But an image:is not a
proper object to insert in a logical sequence, guite apart from
the intuitive implAagsibiity: of an image being:the: deductive

result of 3. desire. Itseems to me thatwhat.we:think:ofis

citcumscribed by hatwe take for-granted,, our-assumptions set
limiits-0on the: pessibilitieis that .oeccur. Onece pessilities:s have
accurred; then chey ,can-be-assessed; chis: assessmentis an aspect

of every case of thinking about:chat : neted.:lt is at least as

mueh:in the reaction to cotten Ora. in the productien of
mMruttecances that the kor - - theirrelacive:reasenableness’ is

50 be found.

Example 2.

Guaing round the supermarket: "Head" ~ - cake seme-ang.put-itin
my trolley. "Biscui:s" - @ €09c30some. "Suzar' (sugar is not
in the: immediate- vicinity, is:not to-te-got-next,"mustn’t Forgot
su gar. Sagar; sagar, sugar.’" - and sc cA.

Example: 3.
On my-way to-a-house vis:0:0 Cr../ once:before, "L.ook-out for she
pacere OX 30 the beginning of one : ake.”
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Example 4.

As 1 put the weights on the scales, "Seven ounees!';-as:l shake:in
the walnuts, "nearly" —i slow:down as they tip the scale,

"that's . _ L stap.

All:these:cases are peculiar in chat ; am apparenty: telling
myself something vwhich 1 obviously already know, sinece oetherwise,
how:could: T tell myselfi:? 1:'5 as though T were twe people,
omne dain: the: belling i N~ other the listening,: one wherknows and
one wiho doesn't knew. E.. 1c:.:7, 08 course.:phereissonlyyme.
what is going on here? 2.1:96-.:; the-answer lies; EA che
feedback-effect, -

The m-utteranees: 1 produce in:2<4 are like signposes E put
wup a: paoints:of chaicei.e. .a. moments. in the perfarmanceswhen
there ara eitenmative paths co-Sake:(naisei literally im 3). The

insyuction-Seeads Paek into the intereas:in Sue?:a way a8 tO
focus Che-energeesinto specibc actic S, putting a precise part
of the-network pa the: aler:,; prim.-ng:13, Bring .= 2:01it to peak
aro:3a.. CO.weassume ;:07-6-200:9:<03:in cognitive space -a.=
1253 L= Secon 643n 8061715483 28:00/3.03- 39402 - whichiis surely a
reason:e assumpiion CoO Lalko ¢. coard - -homn: jne:procedure :is
fulLy-1:00a0:0%1 For. By ta=zding:50:7739.8 62.3 | FAGE up. that
lith.o oxiroreffortand 35:66=_.--: -~ .:- 1 03:.. ~hear myse.:
2-18.2. . can respon: 60 0: . ~.:.0.051200 a3 10012:* ¢ 300502/

person tailing me wh.ac ca.ic.:: 843., : n cAmp. € Chree:
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actually-am talkingsta myselfin another's wosds, | have-been
told: to-'Look-out forthe-phone:-box at-the:beginning of the
lake". Examples 5 and 6 are explicit:cases of the schizoid
relationship impltcit in 2-4.

Example 5.
"Come on-Dinah!ltbon't;just sit there-gazing inteospace, get a

mane ot

Example 6.

"Dinah Dmah Dinah... what have vyou dor.e:new? *

In response 40 5 [ Con and-:sigh; m=utter ExXample 3, owt
aftes:3 moment getcoomy feet and:get:on: with things: it's -
vigorous call on a pretty slack interest.. Inresponse to 0 A Dat
my head in my hands, frown,,sighand shake:my head - : rhetorical
response co rhetorical question. Apart from making the cuai

embocdiment of speaker-hearer clear, what does it add, addresping
mysels Oty name?  T-hecantexis:in which: tend co do i:suggest
that it sums up my social self forme - after all .Dinah is.whae
other people call.me (isswhat |:am called. .

in ali shose-examples, |.e. 2-6, | addressamyseizxin 1.2

voice of autherity,,and in: 5-6, sociaty aids it3 weight. The
sumgestion that 1 sometimes:acdress mysel? in. Shevoice i
society is-berne. our by the Arrisa:ice-Draguency-wit. w..:n -
m-.utter a.gainsayable: oLd 35%3 Like:

Exampite .
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Y Asstiteh in time saves nine.r

As weell as speakingrtormyselb.ondehalf-of soeiety,:l alse
address myself in the voice eof-temptation, much asin carteons:

Example 8.

"Why-notgive yourself anther Bveminutes? Goe on ...«

whicih folloyved immaediately:atter 5, in a cassicc minirdebhate
between the goodanditheddevil. Singce the devil has 10

authority,yshe has 10 relylon: nee powers of persuasian. As well
s playing these rather abstract roles, | sometimes address

nyyself i e particular: persan’s voices andsseometines [ argue

with itin: my,own persona {see:also: below). All thisiis only to
demonstrate that of the ddai rales: ofom+speaker and m-hearer, the
m-speaker ean adopt more than one personaand-more thanconespoint
03 vied, and what the adopted persana iIS«will make a difference
50 how the m-hearer responds.

So far we have otlly discussed variation imthe:n-Speaker's

personae,-butiit issegually; poessible - and, innmy case,; more
usual - 50 M- addrass different people, and therefore to respond
in: the: persenae of different hearers. Here 13 a small but quite

cypical example:

Example 9.
Looking-at-2-het-waterhottle stopper,“Fwisted,: it'll break
sooa.~ Then In cognitive space | am before the chemist's

counter, holding aut the stopper, and saying, 11 1 bougntthis



hotwater bottdesfronr you last Christmass” Then, deRated, no

lenger facing the:chremist, #it wasscheap, itwas dirt cheap."

Fram.mypeint of-view, the bottle, heing.a-fakly recemn
purchase which is shertly ito become a useless one wnless{ can
replace the stopper, is a threatened but still precious @bjecet.
FRrem thecehemist's: point-of Miew: it's one af a cheap:lot of
CGhineseitmparts; andaas imagine:the:confrontationsso-his point
of view comestto me: 1 hear what 1 have said throughhis ears.

Sequeneces of-m:utteraneces like this one are scattered through the
cay. That.is,shemgnstraick oy ssospettring:; about which ittwould be
appropriate tospeak 50 anather, 1 proceddtto try out way s of
'‘Putting it'. How.l put:t,; i.e: .in whatswerds, immcognitive
space=asin public space, dependsonnwhord' netalking 4t0. Since
mcaéewcqfi@m than noet I am guite straightforvwatdlyttalking to
myself, that also hrasiis effect.

Though indthe case-of Example 9, tdon't-try very hard
because:l reckon I'm on a losing wicket, sometimes: come up
with, and reject many formulations. Forrexample, I may plan
guite carefully.the opening remarks-of a delicate phone call, or
the salient points; ofra:trickyk reguest I'mmabyout to rreke, cor 1
may.write and rewrite an important letter inmyy Head. Often, but
nat always, [ am putting @ case. & GRIM that sounds guite

plausible in.the.context ofrinterest fronr which itarises; .may
sound-extremely unlikely to-other-earss The:more-debatables my
case, the more-sensitive 10 potential objections 1 must be, ans
e more subtly - Must present it. If:k want 50-be-persuasive; !
must make.use of what my audience and @ Poth knowy, and rwot take

e
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t00 muchefor granted. The-lessamy hearerand | have-in cowRoN,
the more -explicitzl will be obliged:tode. At the furthest
extreme fram the sort of private self -raddressed m-utterances of
Exampler 1-are the msutteranees-of whieh:this th eﬁs)fa@mpasﬁd.
For they, dear reader,, are caddressed to you - and 1 deon't kiew
who you are - and every one of them has passed thraygh cagnitive
space on itssway tocthe page: (and: for revery one: thai imade it,, a
dozern:bit the dust).

A thisssegtions weive=found that a m-utterance aanafaact
me in manyaf the same ways that actual utterances do. Tie dual
roles ofrspeaker-hearer whiech:|l canyplayfor inyself, affect beth
the fermm of what i say, and the wayil respondda it. An aspect
of this which I have not 30 far brayght out is:that, just as
utterances are,, m-uttezrﬁmées are praduced:withararying f'foree’,
amnd responided:to accoerdingly. For example, Examples 2-3 had the
force: of imperativess ot Warraatediinpunctionss anadiwere reacted
to as such. Whiledn Example 1, | askumyseltraanumber of
questions, which |proceed tocanswer. | also make camments,
(Example:441, suggestions (Example 8) ; daims,iindubitable
assertions: (Example 7) challenges and jokes.

S0, let:us take a cl-oser L OOK at the different conseguences
for me as hearerof these different forces. Inwvaryingzdegree,
they all exert-some-sort of-demand on the hearer. 3 maubitabie

assertions exed-a minimakdemand, namely for unguestioning
assent. A claim also exerts a demand forsassent: but if it
received unquestioning assent, then itawould nave sheforee of an
indubitable assertion. A €laim issmere demanding than:that: -
reguires the hearerto assess its Likelihood in:the light of what

a3 208 ey Tk e i
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she knews. A commentinviles assent-rather thanJequirpg: i; in
social lspacesitirequires acknewledgement, hewener minimal, but in
coghitive-space:that weuld seem redundant. erycoften,:in fact,
I Pnd [ greet the: infosmation eN yricn ittoscuwrs ta; me to

m-camment with ipieasdre-orsegret,asin

Exaspple 10,

"Oh no, I fargot torget orange juice !

and many others. Assyggestiomn exertssa:-demand for assessment:in
terms hoth of how well it Ptsone's wants, and ofrbhow: likely: it
is toobecome true. A question exeris a demandondtsheaser to
try tocamswer it: Tryingi 60 answet-a\Wh- guestion involves
leaking for something.which Rlis-the. W= slat,:i.e.; Pis:that
want; trying4o: answesrayessaquestion involvesschoosing ene
alternative-rathes than.another, either-as: being morellikely
(with certaintyy as the: limiting:casel, oras: bemnganore
desirable. Aniimperativerexerts a demand to perform the stated
actions. Andia:challenge exerts a demand 40 justify a claim as
likelyy a-suggestion as desirable and: likely, ©r an adtion as

warrardable =

As nearer E can listen to-these: various:sorts ob demands
with a variety of different attitudes. I can listen atteritively,
ar with enly halt an ear; |:can listen-credulously, as tocam:
authority, or sceptically, 85 10 ane of dubious credentials; and
> ¢an treat the-demands-as:serions orfrivelous; and as urgent or

deferrable. All.these factorssinteract-with-thecinherent
difbculty: ef the task demanded, €O &ffect now:muckr effort:| will




pLit in teomeet a demand. In every ease exeept:that of actual
imperatives, meeting the demand.involhesdnatters-of likaelihoed er
desirabilty; Once ¢ have decided whatis the mestilikely
outcome -orwhatis the mestdesitable, thent don't have to
think<ahout it anymore, i.e.,,| demnt have to pass itthreugh
cognitive space:in arder 1o assessit. Instead, l1am just ready

for-aaghien-outcome, arraimed a:t a given goal. In gemneral, what
I am doing when L. meet those demands: is atteptpting:to et matters
settled:,, secthat theye mayyhenceforth oe taken for granted.

Whern | try hard toomeet those demands,; in whatddomnpny efferts
corsEist? A strategy [ regulardyyemploy iis to nepeat the
guestion, suggestian, op-whatever.:l tennd:to sayiit two of three
times tomyself, thea-pause for-the-respoense, and relevant

considerations invariably-occur. If - the guestion (say) not yet
being answered - [ carry on repeating it,:thenrthatjimter alia,
wilh do the: trick ot keeping: other interests out. Wertowadiin
the last:chapter; that, up 1o some preswuned ceiling, theemore
highly: aroused an interest, the:longer it weuld:occupy cognitive
space:(i.e., keep irrelevant materabout ofiit) ence:it got
there. That = Because of a presumed:gradual decayrin tevel of
arousal, 30 chat the-higher-an-interest wassabove the peak
threshold, the Longer it would take to sink back setow it. We
also found that m-activitiesstend to feed.back into the

interestis) fromwhich they springs .and there is:no reason to
suppese that:this issany Jess true for m-utterances tian for
images. But the expression of an interest it & m-=utterane: has 3
feedback effect which is:both- much-maere specibc than-thatof an

imaze, and much more widespread.

ket e b e
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M-activitiessinvariably arse out of same breaderinterest,
which-nust itself be areused-for the-m-activity 10 occur. se
when, say, a \Wo- question - whichiisitsalf an interest - arises
out of animterest, iit s a namowly focused peak of aa more
broadly areused-atea of the interest netwerk. By repeating the
guestion, IIkeep that narmow peakidekried;zmaintain its distinat
identity. Without that restricted fogus,:it wilh tend to lose
itssthrusts anenits idemand: mayy never be meat - thowahiif its a
reallyygoad question, thren 1 won't need to makermyself sepeaat it,
becaudse it'llirecur witheut:ainy effortrorm my part - the more
general interest will itkeep bringing mettoiit. How precisely

dreumsgaribed an interest is; and hew decisively it excludes
IErelevvamt - material ), must:surelyybe: fanctions of each other. so,
whentl put a question, insofar-as:itis made: upokwerdswhase
meanifnigsrarerprecisenin the context, theit ivwill set a clear
boundary on whatinay:-be:allovedimto cognitive space -

At the same time 2 being an efbhcient meanswof keeping tike
beundaries neat, the channels to eognitive space <lear, and
cegnitive space itself-vacant, the:types of verbalisatiomwe've
been discussing also functionrassways off expressing denrands. So
what one-of themfeeds:back into:the interest system:is a
summaons; which is4e be answered through guitesspecibe channrels
and presumably; depending-parthy-on different priorlevels of
arousal of the various interests at the tinme, reaches only parts
of the network which are tappeddythe words used; inttivat
combination. When | fexmulate a question; I make a precisely
debnedplace:for the answer:and-only-what Pts it will come
forward. Anether point about a m-utterancecbeing:mn words, lis

e vl
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that it taps-meaningsswhich existdndependently, of my, whim, which
are not relative only to my inderest. Insskhort; it conneeissmy
interest with:th e‘nsys;tem atic anckiwellimotivated body of

assumpptions encodediin the Language (see helow, Ghapters 7 and
8) .,

Usetul thoughiit iss thete:zis more to hard thinking tham
simpiereepatition odf the initial articulated prompt:iit also
involves assessing the material which has been invited toscome
forwarrdl. [In thre case of answelting @ questian, it IS a matter a of
assessmgwhethernwhat effers itselfrfully satisbies the want
expressed.rbori it to do that, Htmust nat enjy 1Pl the gap, but
alse meetdthe reguirement Ot plausibility, it must be both

possible andneotunlikely. ©eeiisaimigg atstrre ttruth but not
geing out iAte the world {t@ check it; effective certainty is the
best attainable-result.:Of course;sene Mmay be-sure:0f an-answer
at once, but tds: hard thinking ave'resdiseussing, and this
business.of assessing plausibility aad arrivingoor-notaartiving
a-t Prm conclusions ischaracteristicocofall hard thinkimg. Let
us eallallim-utterances thats:demand te be assessadim this way,
proposaks. )

17 = propasalis truly plausible, them nothing that ene
curremntly assumes:wilkrute:it out. S0, in erder toassess 1ts
plausibility thoroughly; it:should 4dn: principle:beassessed in
the light of-one:s whaele range-of assuemgptions - althoughin faat,
€t course, mast of them will de cempletely:irrelevant. As we
have seer, information relevant to-an interest:becomesreadily
accessible when it is aroused. So, whenan-interest in e truth
is aroused, presumably the same thing-happens:but-unlike the

—
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other cases,:it is not just:a:tight self-consistent subset of

assumptions that becomes more aceessible:Rather, it is anything
thay strikes one as possibly having a bearing on, and especially
suppetting of undermining, the likelinoed of semeparticular
preposal. Because im practicesseme areasof interest are-meore
highly, aretised tham othesssat any givenmemeitt, oche cannct cousd
on bringing information relevam to the less: highly.areused
interests tecbear: .One-may therefore failito yound: up everything
which-makes aidifferenceda thiscouteeme:s Butrene canistill:try:
- Hew?

Recall that the-spirit in which:one geeetssa:proposal has an
effect on hew onedresponds-50 it. In erder to he thinking hard
abaut a prapesalaat all,  one must have takentit serioushy, but
not eredulausty. Innorder to-be as 'disinterested’ or

‘objective’ as possible in assessingra proposal; one=shiould hear
ittwith-the-earssof aseceptical 'stranger.. In that way one!ssown
special interests zet set aside, and onel iswoblgged-tottry to
take into account.onby: what one assumes anyore assumes. Fhis is
preswimably passible because a substantial subset of assumptions
LsSalways tnere-ot dessreeadily available, encoded:in the
Language, ircespective.of what interests areqre play. (Although,
as weshall see in Chapter 8, they afe not all always equaily
readily avaitable))

Rising co the: challenge of performing this act o°E the
imagination, in order-to assessseneis 'ewaProposalsswith maxirmm

objectivity; has a numbes.of benebciak conseguenices. Firsdy,
E greatly,reduces the.total-set-of assumptions which-may 6e
allowed as support for-thesproposal and therefore presumably,
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also reduces the effort involved in-assessing it-theroughly and
therefore increases:the likelihood cf that eccurring. Not only

is it a restricteceset; thutiit prominentlysincludes a set of well
motivated and reliable assumptions.with-relatively bxed and
warranted interconnections, which forms a fairly,a sight and
self ~eonsistent system, i.e. the language. Also,:If, as
sceptical heaker, 1 respond fo = propoesalwith a challenge "Qh
yea?") [ thereby oblige myself as speaker-tojustifyit: Being
maturally lazy, Iwillitend:.coabandonanassessment once 1 have
found some support; thisis eften a mistake, since:the interest
wiieh gave rise to che proposal in the frst claee willsstill be
relativeby highlyl arouseed:aniiready to pravide suppert. The
sceptical.listener-deydce. :3 a way of-guarding:against such
laziness: and the: mistakes it-can-cause.

When Tsspeak-of '‘assessing a propoesal against a background
of assumptions', what do.| mean? Co-the last chapter, we saw
that whemamimage: was assessed against a background of
asswaptions,:it was in terms 0f whecheror:nat it bited the
interesttwhich both gave rise to it,rand was the locus of thase
assumptions. If it didn't suit that interest - 16 itc-ad

undesirable eonseguences - 15 WQulLd be:rejected; whilst:if::t did
suitl:p - EEE thad desirable consequences =theinterest Nouk
accept.iit and lec:changed by.it. Is the picture radically
different whep-it .comes4o.asses3:.6:-a propesa: where: 320
meotivating interest is truth?

TE's 1052 general:interest in ane truth we're miscasting,
C.AN-an interest in whether 3pme particular-proposa.: 13 likely to

be brue. $o, Let us ook a: 22 830:43. case.
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Exarmpie 11,
IF one is listeamgsto oneselff with: the ears of a sceptical

stranger, 'one is abliged to tryyta dake dntax accoruat anlyy what
anyaneknows,in other words the assumptions encedediin the
Language "

becamerdone iswobliged t6 tryy tocstake=inta acecount: oy, what one
assume s anyeonesasseime s, plus tnserting ' asswdastantial subkset of
those assumptiens:is....encaded in the language !

Thiesecehanges happened i severak stages.tatiPest | was
almestcompletely satisked with the Pest veEsSiON. But then 1
challenged myself about if; anckitbegan-toseund wrong. The
prst:change tecbe-made was replacing 'know' with the weaker
‘assume’-- a substitution: |'ve been quite consistemnt aboaut in

thissthesis for.the .goed reasan-thai+Hn psyehoelogical serms,
'kmew' makes too strong a elaim, and rules out mistaken
assumptions,which play exactly the same-eegnitive role as
correct assumptions.unless.and.until they're found eut.  But thus
weakening the eladinml| was making:was not encugh to make the
proposal soundzgood. Itthem came to methatithe sset of
assumptions l wished te single: cut:was not thre set ofrfassumyptions
that anyone mrakes, but the=set of @ssumptions e assumes anyone
makes. Thosesmay-er may notbe: coextensives sa | modibed:the
formulation accordingly. But tre proposalsstill:didn't seund
quite comvincing - :§ the set of assumptionsswhictrone:-assumes
anyane-assurnesddentical with the assumptions encaded: ir. the
lanugase? Nicely though inwould suitme to believee EC - 1C
would have been a handy plank in-my argument - itissevidently

not true when one thinks abaut it: For counter—examples, such 23




every English speaker being ahle to assurae:-that exery other
English speaker knows that President Keanedy was-assassinated,
abound. After wondering: aabit about whether-there might besame
way of tightening:thesspgcibeation0f which-assumpiions weke 1o
be allowed in, feedback from: a sceptical isupenviser Plus: my,own
continuing senseof dissatisfaction made:itclear that the
formulationisi ever: nownot:good enough. Thoughro longerfalse,
i-reamains incomplete. Assitistands; jt wouwddi seean tossuiggest
that one: can: only employr adieadyy sthrared assumptions in an
argument. But that - evidently false - ceonclusion is not ane 1
wauld wish to draw. Rathenr; | must make any that are not sharecd
explicii and obtain eredenee:for them,; . Tor'make anassuumption
explicit is: torradically ialterdtsistatus it ceases:sco be:=taken
for granted; indeed:ceases 10:-be:anzassummnption; and becomes an
assertion and henece: an intelligible abject which lays claim to
being true. So, addressing: & sceptical stranger abliges me to
Pnd eut what has brought-my-interest 4o: its current paint, and
put that information: into cognitive-space where it can in turn
undergo:the: same sceptical .appraisal.:: chatsstill.does not
sufbee to foree: my eonclusioen on:the:septic, then:l wil seek
further-suppeort,, of perhaps medify - my conclusion.’n the last
fow pages, you nare witnessed this proeess: mn:action.
By determined; y» playing:the seeptical stranger so myseélf,
and maxing tho relevant assumptions explicit; incompleteness and
incensistency beceme apparentand can be dealt wiSh,.anG rew
concisions: can be rigareusly reached. 11’3 a device for
imposing:the:discipiine of object:.ityy on nyse.: - or at least
cry: ns co. The internal cons-stency €: A set cf assumptions, and
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their oF acticality inipursuit:ofsthesinterestthey: infarm. make
thema gaodoeet - suggest that they are likely to held geed in
the light of other intenests teo - put constitute: no guaraniee.
Equally, incaonsistenreias bebtween assuppiionsreelenant to
different interestssmay neverappeat at all if the different
interests don'trulxwp against each otherin.practice, and: i
assunmtions from aeitherssetare @vermmade:explicit. We are mot
always interested imthectrutic as: suchy Much more often we just
want to get somepproject or other te wark, and so long as it does
welll be satiskbPed.

Mutatissmutandis,, jJust the: saane pattenn is faundchere: ass we

foundiin the last chapter Foriimages.,Anhdndtial reactiom of
acceptanee-orfejection takes place. Inithe case-of Example 11,
an initial acceptance . ::replaced by sunilately: unanalysed
rejection,, caused by my: treatingtherbrst formulkation with
scepiicism: Once a=satisfactanys formulation-has: been found, the
interest accepts it:and isschanged:by: it, until .then; one:cannot
moeve-on. Henee,-analysis tends:to fellow in the wake of
rejection ratherthamacceptance, othemvise it's a waste of time
and-effort. Since, with 2 pPpropesal, theinterest in question is
in the truth, ane's graunds-foraejecting: it will betthatiit
Leadsto a coniradiction-ot falsehood; even-though: at the: moment
of rejection,, priar to-analysis:one-may not be able to state
those greunds, and: may net even have discerned them. \Whether one
L:S after the truth, or-whether ene is after,; . say; navingzazgood
cime, the process of assassing-pessibilities: appears to begin
with a gut reaction. 1Fan ananalysed:gut-reactioniis possible
aall, then why should this not @pPRIly just as much 1o a desire
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for the trutkr as: for aayyothernr desire?

Tihe phenomenom:k have een caling'cognitive sspaee’ is
obmviously a close cousin of what gets ealled ‘cansciousness. But
there issamambiguityyin thesmorecusuwal phrase that | nave: wished
to aveid. At thenbeginning=of this:chaptes; | discyssedsome of
the difleculties of nirospecetian; and averred that T was often
ust net awaee af, iie:, ,conseious ofl'the:contents of cognitive
space. So the:use o f the: erm-'censciousness’ would lead o the
apparent contradiction that:-one need not be consciousof whatis
En©oRpes 'conasciousness'. Enestact is:that-attentioniis clearly
not a unitarysphenomenon,ccut-canveei divided:and distributed in
different directions (within limits - see Kannemann; 19/3). wihat
passes thraugh cegnitive space:zgenerally demands minimal
attention; presuimahbly becatse roodisastrous conseguences are
likely:to. ensue:-in the.snug yecesses of the:mind. Neverhsless,
one sometimes-pays: elose-attention to:the contents-of coghnitive
space, andsemelmes.one ~dev9te§eﬁorb toccontrollingits
contents. This expanditurse of effort and attention has:its
rewarcs.
From-sexual fantasies and ego-gratifying daydreams to
decision-making and hard thinking, the primary reward of
actitivies:-in .cognifive-space is self-stimulation, or the
feedhack-effect. Except when:its expression constitutes:its
closure, a m-activity strengshens its-nitiating interest. s
I believe is-minimally-dees even in the cases in which I'm not
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awateof being aware of it.. Justas:| pay-peripheral attention,
without neticing:it; to aspects of mysuoundings onwhich:l a m
not focussing, and adjust tocthem accordingly, S6 t pay
peripheral attention-to thercontenisof cogpitive, space; and:may
likewise be affected by them. Because: different interests car
take turAs i cognitivespace atfak greater speed than they can
in physieal space, the feedback effeat must pravideasert of
keep- 2t mechanismrfor a much: wider range of interests than could
otherwise be maintained imgned shape.

Because theiitterest network into which @a 1n=activity feeds
back is a repeositaony of interconnected information, feedback:into
2 particular interestchas the effect cfimaking selective
information moeoee availahle. Because they:areiin =@ Lamguags,

mM=uttecances cap the relatively tightly organised, immensely
reliable » and always aceessiblesub:-system af the

interest/iformation Nnetwork whichrany: naturalllangonage
constitutes: Furthermore:because they are in-a:language,
m-utterances have a precise, repeatacle, unchanging form, in
which they can:be: detached fromn-their: initiating iinterest,
treated as independent objects in their own: right,: and assessen
in a ranze </ different contexts.

Because-m-utterances:are in quasi- speech, 1 can perform
quas.-speech acts with them. Because clthe duality of speaker
3:0 hearer, A am the hearerrOF mY ewn:m:utteranees. So : may ask
myself serious questions which require: precise-answers; and chus
co..ge myself to think hard. Cr - Bay ceil myse: what 1o do or
N425-008:M0O-dO,-and-de-ac.autherative:y-or not; and respona
accorcingly by acting en ofr rejectin3:the:proposal; orO7



dehating the issue. Thus doe . become anmerakbbeing, capable of
chooesing what 1o do or not tooda; ,ini & annenr which can be
iustilked. Or I may tellmysel? what te believe, and do so
authoratively;,or nettand respond aceardingly, by accepting or
rejecting: the: proposal, or by debating the issue. Thus do |
become an.intellectual being, capable of choesing what 4o believe
or net tobelieve; .in a manner which-ean bepustibed. But Emay
fail ito listen scrupulausty; scepticadly; ,taavhat are actually
dubious proposals. Thusdoil become: eapakle alsocwaf
selfrdeception. . Berause assuimptions are intectestrrelative, limay
nexer Find out that asswmptons selevant 4o distingt interests
are ineompatible. Thus - may-be a-repositery-of so-called
irratianad beliefs'swit:3-An an; failures of logic: being
The rewandsof using language to=exploit the resource of
coghnitive-space: aresmixed:: throughritene-may,;21:m to do only what
it is;wise: 5Q do - and fail; and-one may aim to believe only wiat

ittis wise:-co believe - and-fail.
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ChaptersSeven: Meaninag i

Atithis point Ilwvant to take up a thoughtil had when FREeEst
began to think about relevamnce. Namiegly, tthvat the relevant for
any sentenee.will include the persen-—naeutral linguisticcmeaning.
TO:llusirate thatclaim,. eonsider:the sentence, *Homermade lernen
curd is delicious". Bxveaen:thoggh inamostiall contexts that
wouldrhe:aceompletelyrirsetevant thing tossay, iit will abvays he
relevant:to the-delicipusness ofhome:made lemen cwd. 1t wyill
also always be relevart to the: quality ofhame-made tthiings (&t
Least onerhomermade thing is.delicioys).tothea desirability of
horne-made:lemaon curd :1:F-semethingds: delicious then:it:is
desiracle, therefore. ..}, to the desirability ‘of makingzlemon
curd at home 'ifione.makesslemon curd attheime, it willlbe
delicious,, therefores..), gangh soonfaranything:which also
followssfrom-the ¢Mmeaning of the-words as ecembined in that
sentence. inorderto explare these conmections: betweem meaning
and relevance, 1 tty jbetowstospick iy way through the mméizeld
3F meaning: using-my deknition of relevanceas-a guide.
The phrase' perseonneuiral linguistic meaning'iitsel ?
Implies that-meaning need O-emneither person=neutral nor
linguistic. Chere isalso-=-an-eppositecextreme :At:it, for
example,.we may say thal-tae the distcaught lover, a pattern, a
song, -a place, a patticular sensation, a phrase, «tc., allimean
cer lover,.her-broken-heart; the:whole=danm thing: because that
: 3 the coneern:they:taueh--i.e., arouse - in hear. Similary,

*non the anxious iHerviewee imagined passing through the door,



itss meaning was-quite different from what ostensibly the-same
image meant to her whensshewwas trying te remembercthe layout
see Chapter 5 above). Here<bothrmeanings are determined by the
interest expressed. S0, meaning:has dosdo.withdaoth the arousal

of interests: and theirexpression.
Now:take the use of mean in which 'meansdthat ... ' precedes

a descriptiom of some outecomecor .wpsihat. Consider, farexample,

whatithis rock issimestone: means 1o a geolagist, a pothoker, a

botanist; a palaesentologists someene: who has ipeenzgiven ttine task
of Pnding-samples eftea-different rocks<spmecne-who has been
chacrged with the ftask of-eemovingtons of itnin & (keet:cl
lemries; eteccHem toa . moanmgzis interestsdependent innvways
wihich may: vary-trom:imdividual te individual: The:eonsequences
of thissreckissbeing:limestone vary for different people
according 1o the different interestsand attendant assumptions
they bring to it: ln shont;in, this sease,meanng coneerns what
makes a difference-to-the-outcome Of an:interest.
se, each of those instances of what-X<means to N (where X
maysstandrtor any diseriminable event or thing, butNimust stand
Cor a personl IS imﬁeees&-ﬂeaegmdent in one of the ways in which 4
I5 re-evant co N isinterest- dependent. there are also other
u395 of mean’, g course. Thereake those-cases inmwhich: we
attribute meaning toca=person,, assin N:nmeans a by A (wihere Nis =
persen, A is some action - including:sspeech acts - of N, an0 4
may De:either andnbnitival or a that-clause (those cases:in

which /A is an act of reference - the wtering of a referring

expression or the execution of an: ostension -—-and in'which-C:may
ce any diseriminable even: on ching, are:expancted on Later ::n
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this chapter). Lasthy thererare-those-cases ir-which we dalk
about what X means(whesexX:g1ay oeany;discriminable event of

thing) without bringing in any-particitdar-personcaiiall. Let us
see how:these other cases of meaning:eonnect withgdestions of
relevance.”

First:consider:the case-inwhich-Nimeans ¢ by A. Let us
imagine that we see N press a switeh, whereupemnallamp lights up.
Wermight thenssay: that iINzrmeant:ta tewrnoon the:lighd by pressing
the switch, and that would snostdikely<be-teue.mButiif N, say,
had wished toido: azdyawing-of a light-switeh:iin an ngpesitian,
s/he could legitinmately deny haningrareanisto donrmontthe light,
and insist that.sthe:had meantimretrelydta alter the positiom of
the switch. The ligbt's going:oion Aot geoing oniis = matter of
complete-indifference-to,"; it is irrelevamt. Inother-words,
whzat N meantbypesssing the switch depends onvwahat! N'si nterest
nas. YYhatNsaeans, ((what=a person smeans): explans, or makes
sensewof what Ndees. we understand what N doesi-. be.qgraspits
meaning,.mn the ligit-of theninterest we presume N to be
pursning -

NGO imagine M lurking in the shrubbery outside, seeing the
ight. 50 on.. TorMy N!s pressing:the: Light. switch and therefore

illuminating: thexwindow.-means, say, chiat N is home, that the
moEment-for-mueder. has come.:in this case, what N's action-means
to M is of course net part afwhat 1 meant: N does nat kneow ghat
M is in the:skrubbery and knows nething of M'sucurrent -intetest.
Pernaps, 0N the other-hand, N'3:being:home means toMV-not that
One-mement 15:tHpe for murder,.outthat their assignation can at
last take place. "When t turn on the study iight, " Nhassaid to



M, "earne:andiap:gentlycon:thewindow".1n this case, what N'S
turning, an the: light-means tooM: and what:N:-means: 6ta: elo) by: it
caincide: N knews, on-at least hapes,that:M is thete, waiting
and watching; N's current interesttand M's are the same; and the
consequences OfiN!szaction for their cammon interest have been
agreec between them.
Lastly,,letcus:look-atdhoses cases: of - Xxmeans... imwhich
the participation of-a pessan seems not ta be required,, and which
are rcinterestsrelateddn anyrobvdoussway. Forexample,
whether Nmmeansoto turntthelligiht omn by pressing the switch or
not, the pressing of-the-switch- means:the:light gees on. Here
ene seems cobettalking about consaaqrienees:in theswaddrather
shanikn:anyimterest system: chaugh if there werezadivine -
universally /interestedsomniscienat « witness;stheseseonsequences
in the world weould result in changes: in tthe formmoof ther interest
netwark. The:netion that:in these scases £6(means... can be
treated as ecuivalent-to ¥:has certain consequencescinthe world
applies An many IAStARCES, for example to 'Ifthe:leakgoes on

at that rate-itimeans the: tank'lLbe«empty ia less than an hour’;
‘the extreme wintercoldineans that all warm-blooded creatures
either migrate or. hibernate:retciit-on' t do, howewsr, Tor
Griee's: "Those spots-mean measles', or for 'That:chord:means the
Pnale issabout to-begin'; and: many-others. Yet it:-seems to be
the same us:e ©f 'mean’ in all:of these: cases, certainhy each
instance in thisparagraph can Dedranskatedinto an assertion on

the form if. .. thven .... - vet itSsclearly not logicall

consequences weve:dealing with.

A Formulation.which RPts-each of the: cases-in the: last



paragraph |$ this::[zoneds eerain of Xdhen ene-may: alse be
certain of .. (thereonditional in forsmal logic heing just a
special case-oftthis). In short, X means: Y isa licence te
assume:Yiif one may safely assume X.3 So.it dees ot follow that
these cases of mean:atesactually persenHree just.because ne
tndividual need be invalved. That is; justbecallse ohe licence
to assumne 1S notitaken: up by anynitidividual i it does mot fol low
that it isiRotpeople to-whor the licence applies. Rather than

being a personcriree s erga intecestifree, sense Of mrean'i it iS
(ike: the: linguwisticiuse):=a persamneutral sense. Given that the
aeguisition ofarns assumption constitutes an €ffect on the form of
an.iinterest system, even-this use of 'mean - like the: others
Lve-diseussed - concerns inferest andis related to relevance.

L want new toges:closer:1o guestionsabout linguistic
meaning, Qy discussing two cases-of quasilinguisticcmeaning:
smiling and pointing. So; letus:eonsiderthesnreaning of a
smile. Féllowing the: precedentiset above, we can ask tmee
guestions about the meaning of N's smile::\What does itimean?
What does N mean (o do) oy i2 andMhat dees N's smile mean to
N7

Suppesertar a momentthat.we arel in the shrubyberyoutsite
the lighted: windew. Framed lc che window-we-ganssee:N, s/he may
cr may not be alone; themwe see N smile. what can we say about
What:M'S: smile-means?-Very: little, unless; chatis, Nis smiling
at us out here inthe-garden. Assuming:that:N is-actually



oblivioussta our.presence swe may; suDRase:that N's smiile means at
least chat fora moment s/he isspleased, glad;, happy abeuwt
something.  Wewnderstand: thessmile as an exptessian-of pleasure:
ifit is ot suelr anrexpression, thenwe willssay either thati it
wasssinply-a:twitch of the muscles,or that ittwas 2 false smile.
As mere withesses? oftthersmiley awer are incno postttorsta dell;
but if it was:pust.atmuscieztwitch thenswe wwere wWrong te
attribbute meanmo totit, Wwhtle if:it was a false smile, tocknow
itssmeamning werneed docknownywhat-hk meant {to dp)iby iti{f, on
the other hand (@s is mostilikely), the: simile wasrmeaal, then to
understand it fully wevneed 10 knowswhat N was smiling about. We

meedstorknow, innother:words,.whatinterestitexpressed.

If, ,in fact; :N'S' smiile:is directeekadt:M (howi mocour:bBeld of
Visior;, therr wes=at oneestakeza:stepcnearer 30 grasping the
meaning-ofthesmile. 1t issan exprassion of friendly:interest
in M, an Indication cf pleasure:atNVEsppresencelZAgain, fifiit
doesnot-mean:atdeast that, it was not truly a smile at W, out
either a: falsesmile 2 1M, o©F a privatesmile. If it was a
purely private smiile, then M'S presence:is-ireetevant ¢oiits
meaning. Toe knew the meaning-of 2 privatessmile,:theonly
recourse 13 50 ask she smiler 'What did that:smileemean?’

In response to thisschallenge, N may refuse:to disclose ~nz:
it:means, of may-agree to,but:is not free to deny that itmeart
anything without denying that ittwas a smile: Stippose N is
prepare both to-acknewledge: and:<568-exphair the: smile;that is 1o

tell us.what 15 meant;, what might s/ne say? "M-wasjjust
rememeering the.wild lowers round-Avebury-last:July" or "1 Nas
Chinking new warm:and happy-the=cat loeket',6tc. o know what

)
|
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that paricular smile-meant, one mustbndaut WE\atiimefe&t Was
at that mement eecupying N's mind. Within its vagye-meaning as
an expression of same degeeeof delight,,assmile smay have a very
specibc: meaning. Note, however, that thissis nat what-Nvmeart
(to de) by it: N meant nothing by that smile, just so longaasiit
was a purely private: stile:. N mayy not:have meanttto simile at
all, mayynot:heanve knownss/be.ywasnsmiling yaret still be able to
vouchsafe the meaning of the smileewhen asked. Bliteyvesh now we
khow that N'sssmileaneant that s/he wassrememberiagthe wild
Bowers round Avehury last year, unlesss we know just what these
wiildk [Fowers meantio N, thenwes still kmewanly:appairt of e
meading of that private smile.

Answerig ither Qfrour-othek twoe questons: - Wihat diddNtmean
(toodo): Dy it2 andsiwhat did!itimeaim tocM? - entails comsidernng
public- raeaning. In-orderfar N to:meas: anything oy the smile,
M's presenceiis reguired. IfiNis aloneunawaresthat we=observe
the smile; and-3.e ask "What did you meanhy that smile?*, s/ihes1:$
entitled: totre spond with; A'What da youunean, 'what didck | imesmn Dy
tmat smile? | didn't'mean anythingohy:it, Izdidnit know you
ware there." (Someene:wha:'smiled:inraeder; say; torbnd out
which muscles moved would nothave traly smiled.) The
consequences okassmie:areiits effects: on other people,
therefore:N:icannot have meant anything by the smile unless s/he

knew that semeqgRessaw it

Let us consider the straightforward casewere :iis smiling
ait V., inwhich I'have argued the smile must mean at!least chat
the goadsspirits expressed by:itcconsistoffriendly feelings
directed-at M. (Let's also at thisspoint splitthe=gender: N is
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male, Mtemale.) Friendship bemgwhat it is, a:smile at another

perseniis an assertion of and/or a requestfor recipracity, an

expression of eempunity ofiinterest itself:r''Wedre on.the.same

side, aren't:we?" (Thedeoubt orrits abseace which inteRation

- would markiin that utterance can also be expressadiin a smile.)
tn general, the meaningoof the smile will vary with the nature of
the communityrofinterest betweendherpartiesidn particular,:it
willivaryiaecanding; toowhat their -cepmen interestiis ai the time
of the smiile.. In the wightseircumstances; the.meaning of a smile
can:be-rteh, specic,aand-inteligiale.

SuppaseiNzand'Mrare:standing:=béeside a:vast fulkbof wyild

Rowers, M locks at N, sees that he has been looking at them, and
says "D yousemember? - In+eply:-toVEsquestion, N\ssmies. To
1, N's synileemeans, raugbly; ,"He:remembefs:the wild Rowers round
Avebury, he remembesstthe goad time wethad:together, he loves
me"" ARd ifralligoes well, ithemncthatis indeed:-what:N'S smile
means, and alse what N myeansyby. itiit is a2 Rerftect act of

communication, innwhich the answer to each of our three guestions
is theesame. Pethaps; however,, unbeknownst:to M, Nis no lenger
in: Love with: her; hassbeen gazing unsesingly at the vase of
Rowers, and has no idea what:M's: talkingabout. But he's fond
of her, doesn't want to hurt her feelings, andwcan tell that a
smile issrequired: His smile means; roughlyy ."Yéss | Femembyer
that we had.goeod timesdogether; lilike you", and:thatis alse
what e means (tocconuveyy by it. (P00r M is deluded by hope,
rather than by N.}

in the-case: just discussed;: thei: communication:goes Wrong

because the:interest which N expressed: is not the same=as:that
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which imoves:M; thotigh eachrof themsassumes their inteeest is the
same. ltis a sopossible forN tomean by that smile pregisely
what M:takes-him:to meanzandsyet thessmile. not.:mean that.at all.
YV amay for reasens:ofhis ewn,:i.e. from serae, private interest,
want:M:to helieve he's stillin leve, thatrevery: memony, blims as
vividly in-hissbreast as it:does in hers, €tc. Inthisscase, the
smile meansmos that N remeamberss etc,, bt that Nl wants M to
believe he remembers. Alternativelyy pethaps: M sees thraugh his
smiile, recognisess what it means, inwiltchncase,, what it means and
what itmeans to M will .caineiderather than what Nt means:-by:;it
and what it means te M coinciding. Inthese {we<ases;,one would
be inclined, l:think; to:-say that N'sssmile-was false, not a true
smile. In arder for-hinm-smile co be true,, as spon as the lgimjle
ceases 1o be a S?Ifaiglf\IfIQTWafﬂi expression, but isemplaoyed to
achienme ithe effects of such ancexpression,: ts sinecerityiis in
doubt. [E is because a smile has a public meaning ssignifying

fiendliness; ete.; that:N camuse:itias:a toolanduse: 1: t
falsal;.

Before moning on to pointing; let's summarnizeswhat we have
fountd-about smiling. Therpest point to notesis that withaout 2
meaning, = 'SHile"is nota smila.clts meaningdepends on the
interestexpressed, and when it is a smile at another,; also on
the effects it has-on their interasts.Although the: meaning <f
any:givenssmie.will vary with the current:interest, the interest
1:8-expresses must:-be pleasing,: either privatety -or mutually.

Understanding the precise meaningof assmile ismpessibteconly Tor
the insider, cuc its general; minimal, meaning:is available to
any witness. For.someone to mean semething-ay asmile, the smile
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mustde knewn dobewitnessed. And the presenee-of a withess,
combined with the general meaning Of:asmile, makes:artalse sfile
possible.

Though-a private smieemay be a dervaiive phenasaenon,
getting its Mmeaning from that of a public smile, it is anesmal
and intelligible-event.. But a private act obpointing ywauld de
bizarre.. A painingRngesmeansssomething like, Ouer thete, in
the direction in~which my Rrger, arm, gaze are pointag,iis fhe

object/place imwhich yousaktell wishyyousto be intecesiedr 4f i
am on my own, il QN My:iAterestis in question, k don't:need
to shovwmmyseltivwhat:itis that IIm: gazing a&t, thhinking of . An
act of ostaensien differsdrommazsmile also innthat the ©oResvwihe
peints must always-mean {todoysetnething by it.1H follovs from
the meaning.of the act of pomting i that N means tosingle out
some particular by extending a bnger and arm: tewvardstt. 1F
there issto-N's knewledge no distinguishrabtesparticular to be
indicated, thren N cannot-raally be pointing ((the direction in
which a place is toobe found would fall under the description

'distinguishable pasrticuladr,' being partieukar andidistiact). 1t

s possible ta-imagine the peeculiar event of N, alone, poimnting

and 1meaning; say, that geeen: cushion. But:thespoint of pointing
being to single-out scme particdlat - which N:must already have
singled out - it Stfikes: Qrb@eagsUﬂinI‘Qligi@JE orever.crazy QO
paint without some M:to withess the act and belimformed by it-

S0, in a normal, sane, case «of poirting, there is an M for
whonr an abjeet of.interest is:being isingledhout by NI 1f=al
goes well, M knows what pointing means, looks for the object of
interest which N means,:in the direction in-wiich N peints; and
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suceeeds: inisinglingsit-out-for herself. As With smiling,
grasping the precise meaning ofithis eceasian-ef peinting,
entails understanding not only what itss general meanipg:is but
also what'N-raeans by.it; ise., whatvN iscpointhag:at. EExeept in
the mostabnormalsettings,im any«diection that one loeks there
are a nurdoer ofdistinguishable patticulars, and a painting
PRger is entirehl inadequate taosingle -out -0ne: of them excel by
actually touchingi it, or getting very close. If \Nvcan talk, and
Mcean 00, then:Nuwill help her seatehrfor the +ight object by
natrowng«down-the ireld-of poessibletbiects.wthaadescription.
But pointing issused far more oftenby:theinarticulate than the
articulate; ,namely by the infant population. (We: adults: have
learned the insufieciency, of thegestiures and besides have
learned-a better way of arousingin our audience andnterestilike
eur own, i.e.. by expressing ours in words.) M is sensiive to
N's interests; shelil make gaodigriesses even-without tive help of
words. Infants evidenthy, believe that drawing attention to the
fact athat-they-have a particudar interest (noises of an
exclamatory and commanding «ind generallys assistin this); and
indicating the direction in which:its objectis to be found,-will
be sufPcient to single aut for-their audience the object they
nave:in-mind. This is a typical demoenstratior ofirfantile
egocentrcity. Luckily.parents are generally-sensitive:tother
infants" interests sbecause they get g '2t-ofRakwien they get
itwrang, and - more seriously - DREAUSEgRHING it Fight is
vital for.the ;aaequisition0f a vecabulary.
so, » SUCCESSIUl act of peinting IS one in which what'it

means 40:M is what N aneans:by it, which in turn mustiall within
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the limits=0f potential theaningzsetbyythesgeneral meaningof the
act. Theselations hetween those-three-aspects; of meaning are
broadly similarto these between the aspects of meaning of a
smile. In <ither case, both what N €an aean,by:it andmhat it
ean meandoM-are crucially restricted by whatiits genaral
meanimgis. And in both cases, itssmeaning to M precisely what N
meansy yiit dependsonvivisdheing:tuned iio N's concems. also,
i botir cases, thedr having the appsopriate-general meaning is
criteriak forctheie bemnmgnwywitat they are, i.e.. & smile, orF a
gesture of peinting; and-ther-haviang: stich & meaning depends an N
having - te howener slighttaadegree a -+ theiinterest which his
action appears to express. There are however, fundamental
differencessbetween smiling and poimnting, which detive from the
differenee:in meaning. The:meanmg.ofan:act-of pomting is
neeessarily inmthe here-and-newGf the werld-outithere, while the
meaning ot & smie canilie: n tthenhisteryc of, @r in the future
of, the interest which gives risectoiit. Se 2 smile can be
highly clhharmged witth meaning - "His smile meansseveyything to me"
- Im a waytthat is net available to anaactcdf pointing. A
have a specibec meaning te both N and“Mpnotgiven:in the general
meaning. A smile-could:just:mean "We're on the samesside=aren't
we?" and-even a private smile imightijust signify a general
happiness (Ithink}. BUt anactef pemtingssignibes that there
iIs;.-here-and now, seme-particutar of interest and Wwhat-partrcular
it is:will: vary with the dnterest-of-the: peinter withoutlimit

from occasion 50 eccasion.

. began-the discussion of pointing and smiling by elaiming

W T o Tt
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that they were guasi:linguistic phenemenasWhat: justiRed:tha
desgription? Theyate like words in being used repeatedly,

recognisably, and:intelligiblyy in-owr-discourse with others -

they are part of a:shared vocahulary. They have meaniggs:that
are ot so much:Rxedascbound te fall within:aceetrtain exclusive
range - Thweyrhave a-resiricied 'meaning petential'. But smiling
and-spomnting also amaunt either ¢o makipg:-e:claimoor {0 asking a
yes-no guestion ardare in that way mokee ﬁemééaeel—ljke than
weredilike.  Andpomting may:atsorfunetion as an impesative -
witness=again:the pointing infant.*

As claims both smiling and pointing can be denied or
afPrmett: N smiles at M, M dossmot smike back—- mo, we are mot
onthe same side ;"M points, "M shakes herhiead:- no; itiis not
over there. Assquestions eqwaliy they can be dented-oratkrmed,
indeed the only diffecence here betweenaacEimMand:agquestionis
the conbdencewithawhich it is putforward.. Beeause they can ae
used 50 pake claims,theycean be: used-tamaxe falseielaims; i.e.
claims which are not merely mistaken asin-theccases just given,
but in which the smiler or painter kinows that they: are: not: true.
Here a differance between these casesand:that of spoken language
emerges: 3 faise claim madeby:assmileor anoestensiancquires
an interested witness, but l:can make=a false claim in language
with en-y myseﬁ:t;o winess i, mdeed, wiith languasge kL ocan «if
[ perversely: choase - make: an eternalt false-claim, €.g. water
coils 30 : i€, While the truth or falsity ofran act of smilng or
peinting wi...always depend-on-the-state 0f the interests-of the
peccie concerned-as:thetime-at which the act occurs.  P.funther
CAtference, wnich:is presumably+elated, is chat real sentences

Are corpposed 3 words.



