Speaker likeability influences utterance acceptability: Social context modulates tolerance for pragmatic violations in adults
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Introduction Results Discussion

Scalar Implicature (SI) Experiment 1: Binary judgment Experiment 2: Ternary judgment Many studies take rejection of Ul statement as evidence that the comprehender has
N - computed an Sl and acceptance as evidence that they have not

+ Much of what we communicate in conversation is implicit

« Ifa speaker says “Some students passed the test,” listeners often infer that not all the students passed Experiment 1

+ This pragmatic inference arises because communication is typically cooperative (Grice, 1975)

« Cooperative speakers are expected to deliver strongest (most informative) utterance (Levinson, 2000) Proportion of “That’s right” responses by Speaker condition Proportion of responses by Speaker condition * Inabinary judgment task, adult comprehenders accept Ul statements even in cases

* If speaker uses weak form (some), we infer that they were not in position to use stronger form (all)
« Sls have become central testing ground for investigating how implicit meanings are computed and
how pragmatic communication abilities develop (see Katsos & Cummins, 2012 for a review)

: Ll gt o
. . os Ll = Non-native speaker (n=31) 0s
Binary sentence judgment tasks (e.g., true/false) Sympathetic speaker
0s
« Adults frequently reject underinformative (Ul) statements, e.g., Some elephants are mammals o M Unsympathetic speaker (n=36)
(Dieussart et al., 2011) 57 : o
« In contrast, children under seven years old reliably accept them (Noveck & Reboul, 2009) s ) 0s
« Rejection is thought to indicate that pragmatic inference has been computed —
* Acceptance is taken as indication that only literal interpretation has been computed —
04 . 04
- Do young children lack pragmatic competence or cognitive resources to generate not-all inference? f‘?
03 03
Pragmatic Tolerance 02 - 02
+ Katsos and Bishop (2011) used graded rather than binary response option o1 Ti I o1 i
+ When presented with three different reward sizes, children gave smaller reward to speaker for o o -l L m
n ” L] T s Te LSS T R )

Ul statements than for optimal statements 5

Conclusion
> Young children are able to detect violations of informativeness, but have a greater tolerance

for pragmatic violations than do adults -> Clear preference for intermediate (“Not quite”) option

where they recognize it as non-optimal

Unlike patently false or true statements, Uls are neither completely wrong nor
completely correct — when forced to select between two inapt options, social factors
tip balance so that participants accept Ul statements more often for certain speakers

B Non-native speaker (n=31)
Sympathetic speaker (n=28)

However, social factors only influenced judgments on Ul items, where pragmatic and

™ Unsympathetic speaker (n=36) literal meanings diverge
B “That's wrong” Experiment 2
O "Not quite”

« Aternary judgment task allows participants to clearly indicate that Ul utterances are
intermediately acceptable between patently true and false statements — with a more
apt response option, participants are not as affected by social aspects of speaker

W “That's right”

Response Proportion
Response Proportion

« More work is needed to establish what aspects of social context are most influential for
binary judgments, and to determine why children are less likely to reject pragmatically
infelicitous statements than adults

- Attributes of speaker affected acceptance of Ul statements

- No difference in acceptance of Ul statements 1. Pragmatic tolerance can contribute to variability found in adult responses to Ul
utterances
Research Questions 2. The processing of scalar inferences is sensitive to social information about the speaker
1. Does pragmatic tolerance also play a role in adult judgments? 3. Manipulating social context ility rates of Ul sentences for binary
2. If so, can social factors modulate adult comprehenders’ tolerance for ic violations? Likeability Rating by Speaker condition Likeability Rating by Speaker condition iudgments, but not for graded judgments
3. Does the number of available response options influence degree of tolerance? . . . . .
—_— —_— = Results argue against a strictly competence- or resource-based view of
predictions ns ns pragmatic judgments
i [ — P —
. N s - —— T > Results raise concerns about the widespread use of binary choice tasks
If 0 of Slis solely up.or? PEGEGE skills and cognitive effort, then ; 5 for investigating pragmatic processing
attributes of speaker should not affect participants’ willingness to accept or reject Ul statements z -3
£ £ .
* Alternatively, if SI computation is sensitive to social context, then participants may be more k] ; M Non-native t . M Non-native > Binary judgment tasks should be used with care
tolerant of pragmatic violations produced by certain speakers relative to others S, Sympathetic R Sympathetic
: . ™ Unsympathetic | . ® Unsympathetic
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+ Speaker likeability rating (7-point Likert scale) quite a bit of English but he would like to learn to speak it
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Poster presented at the 29 Annual CUNY Conference on Human Sentence Processing,
« 8 demographic questions because it means he s learning.”
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