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Researchers agree that the linguistic code cannot fully represent the truth-conditional content of 

the proposition expressed, but that the conveyed meaning (including implicatures) is too rich for this 

purpose. Researchers then recognize a need to define an intermediate meaning level to fulfill this role, one 

augmented only by some, but not any, pragmatic inferences. While the different approaches differ as to 

the extent and the type of pragmatic inferences allowed in this intermediate meaning level, they all draw a 

clear distinction between what contributes to the truth-conditional content of the proposition expressed 

and what does not (Grice 1975, 1989; Minimalists [Bach 1994; Berg 2002; Borg 2004]; and Maximalists 

[Sperber and Wilson 1985/1996; Carston 1988, 2003, 2004; Recanati 2001]). A more recent approach 

offers an orthogonal discourse-based classification, a shift from a Said/Implied dichotomy to an 

interpretation strength gradation (Ariel 2002a/b, 2008; Sternau 2014, 2015; as well as Jaszczolt 2009).  

We argue that this shift is necessary when assessing meaning and truth. To test this claim we 

conducted two experiments. Our stimuli were highly relevant Particularized Conversational Implicatures 

(PCIs), which are nonetheless predicted to not influence truth-conditional contents. In both experiments, 

we were interested in the condition where the target sentence was embedded in a story that rendered it 

literally true while its PCI was false. Experiment 1 measured participants' offline truth evaluations on a 

scale of 1–7. Experiment 2 measured participants' online truth evaluations (either true or false) and 

response time. Results from these experiments indicate that PCIs do influence the truth-conditional 

meaning of what the speaker said. Literally true proposition with false PCIs were quite often viewed by 

participants as not true, and even as false to varying degrees. In experiment 1, items in the tested 

condition were viewed as lies, though not as full-fledged lies. In experiment 2, when forced to select 



either true or false, almost 40% of the items in the tested condition were viewed as full-fledged lies. We 

argue that such judgments testify that speakers evaluate truth based on the strength of the interpretation, 

regardless of the type of pragmatic inference involved.  


