
Logic and Language 
Conventional Implicature 
How, if at all, do the words ‘and’ and ‘but’ differ in meaning? 
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Past Paper Questions 
 2004, Q20: How, if at all, do the words ‘and’ and ‘but’ differ in meaning? 

 2008, Q13: Can we make a sharp distinction between conventional and conversational 

implicatures? 

 2009, Q3a. Does the phenomenon of conventional implicature threaten the distinction 

between semantics and pragmatics? 

 2010, Q6: Are conventional implicatures semantic or pragmatic? 

 2011, Q9b: Are there any reasons to believe in conventional implicatures? 

 2014, Q6a: How, if it all, do the words ‘and’ and ‘but’ differ in meaning? 


