Name: _______________________________________

ENG412J MIDTERM (Part 1: Take-Home Component)
Spring 2005
_______________________________________________________________________

Instructions:  IMPORTANT – YOU SHOULD ONLY  DO 3 out of the 5 questions. (Each question is worth 16 points, for a total of 48 points for this half of the midterm. Extra answers will not be graded.)  This is the take-home component of the midterm exam.  You may feel free to use all your notes and reading materials, but you must work alone. Typed answers are welcome, but legible writing is acceptable too.  Use full-size paper for your answers. When you’re finished, make a copy of your answers for safekeeping.  If you do not choose to turn in this part of the test when you take the in-class component on Weds., March 2nd, you can  leave your answers in my mailbox in Keezell 216.  Your answers must be turned in no later than 4:30pm, Thursday, March 3rd.   Good luck and have a nice Spring Break!  

________________________________________________________________________  

1.
Explain how Reddy’s “The Conduit Metaphor” and Grice’s “Logic and Conversation” each 

provide some of the explanation for why pragmatics is an essential part of an individual’s linguistic knowledge.  (Make sure to discuss the toolmaker’s paradigm from Reddy’s article and the idea of “flouting” maxims in Grice’s article.)
2.
Discuss the extent to which Birner’s analysis of inferrables and inversion in “The Linguistic Realization of Inferrable Information” explains both the extent to which inferrables are like discourse-old information and the linguistic motivation for using certain non-canonical sentence structures.  

3.
Describe the apparent paradox of mutual knowledge examined in Clark and Marshall’s article,
“Definite Reference and Mutual Knowledge,” and describe two heuristics that the authors propose as explanations for how speakers avoid this paradox in actual conversations. 
4.
Describe the limited relationship between “old information” and the “pragmatic aboutness” of
sentence topics discussed in Reinhart’s “Pragmatics and Linguistics: An Analysis of Sentence Topics.”  To what extent does Reinhart’s analysis take into consideration anything like the different levels of “givenness” discussed in Prince’s “Toward a Taxonomy of Given-New?”  
5.
Describe the difference between “performative” utterances and “constative” utterances as laid out in Austin’s “Performative-Constative,” providing your own examples, and then describe how Austin’s examination of the similarities and differences between the two types, including the conditions that make each type of utterance “unhappy,” affect his ultimate assessment of his initial split between these two types (ie., of what he calls  his “Constative-Performative antithesis”). 
