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Abstract

This paper analyzes speech acts based on the logic
for normative systems (LNS). LNS is a formal
framework proposed in [4] and [6]. The main aim of
this paper is to formaly characterize types of
illocutionary acts. In this paper | show how
illocutionary effects can be described through updates
of normative systems.
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1. [FL&IC

ARTIE, HEARimEY (Logic for Normative
Systems, LNS) &5 #eklr 2z W T EFEITA D
ST EAT D . LNS 1X, [41%0[6]72 & CHRE ST
— PR EERELE —HICHAS DY REAR TH
L. AROBRIE = 2®H 5. O &DiE, FIEN
iR % LNS OFSHAD T THIG L, Zi% Searle
M8 TIRE LI HIEBENWITAD X A 7R E
BT TRLDZETHD. IV EDOHBIL,

NE ) 7235 COZATHIH S (performative utterance)
IZE o TREANECTERINIATAREITIND )
&V D ATHIFE S O A O 8 K BTT A T % i
T5ZETHD. ZOREIE, Seale 73 3C[10]
TERLEZMETLH D, !

L 26 OMERE, ZITHRS RS
(descriptive utterance) DOXFIE HEIBRL TV 5D.
Z i, Hans Kamp 723G 3X[3] Tim U, van Rooij
DNFMSC[12] THEL L T 5 37 Al SCO A TR S
[H HERFFA  (free choice permission) O [HRE |
EHBEELTWD (7). LaL, #imofliR b

bV, AR TIZZOMBEXHRDR.

vy

2. HREBHARKEE

LNS Offiig 2, 9% L Tk<. LNSIE, It
Sk, EMfER A RBT ALV HE LB, B
HOTF LI O DICERENTHBARR TH
% ([6]). F£72, LNS #H\T, #BIf7e 7 — A
ERERBCTXDHZ bR (7).

Hanior (TN X, S8 T &% E N
MO SIS, £ L CaEmEE T, AV
D OIRWRSCOES ET & FACT b7 5 (T=

(ET,FACT) & T = ETUFACT & ETNFACT = Q).
ZIC, ET XA A EW L, FACT (1H34E
HEERLTND.

F IS N X, FHCOES OB LA
DEAPERMH72% (N = (OBPER)). 7272L
T, BIESUIRERORELE LT OB IZE
FNTWBHETH. LNSTHW b mEElco
WTHRHEICHRIA L TR Z 5.

PROP qn, p i, T2 O p3GIECE L2 L & L
TEFIND. PROP 1y piE, TH&MAER (TN)
TPpWNFEELHTL LTS EHirZ L2 5.

O 1y PlE, TPROP gy, p TIZZ2WAS, T & OB
OFNG p NEMETE, Ly, T & OB & PER
ORNETJETHDH] ZLELTERINS.
O an PIX, THEAER (TN) TpARBETH D)
LRtz LT 5.

F72, Fan PIE O any 2P, 2 FE D pOHBED
BHELTERIND. Fan pliE, THEER (TN
TpnEEEINTWD ) EFleZ &I2T 5.

ZLT, Pan piE, TPROP qn p TlE72<,
L7h, TEOBEPERE{POFINEFIETH D
TLELTREREND. Payp lE, TR (TN)
TPMHFAISNTND] EFleZ &I2T 5.

— 500 —



201200 0000000020000

72 BAKE T, ETUFACTUOBUPER 737 J& 722
BRI, TREER TN) 3BANTHS) &
52 LICT 5.

LNS DERIZIVT, LIk Oim CHEIZ/R D
HEMEHIFTEL. ?

(1a) If PROP 1y, (p — Q) & PROP 1, P,
then PROP 1y Q.

(1b) If O 1ny P — @) & PROP 1y, P,
then O 1ny Q.

(2c) If PROP 1 ny VXq ... VX0 (P(Xq, -, Xn) = Q(X,
s %)) & PROP (1 P(ay, ..., an),
then PROP 1, Q(ay, ..., an).

@A) If O 1.y VXg ... VX (P(Xg, -..y %) = Q(Xy,y .,
%)) & PROP 1y P(ay, ..., an),
then O 1 v Q(&y, ---, &n).

3. Searle [CXBHFEERNITADSE

Austin 1%, FEFEITA, HIENITA, FEIEET
AEXPILTND. HKBETHIE, rEsE52L
THY, FEENITAIIM)ES D Z EIZB T (in
saying) 1TH91TATH Y, IEEEMNTEAIIM)1%
=92 LIk (bysaying) 172174 TH 5 (1] p.
94).

Searle 1, Austin 23242 L7 55817 &im & %
fbd2Z il ([8). LT, FEENIT
%%\ N DD FEEITHE S T, 8RR (Assertives),
F5 (Directives), 17##)H ™ (Commissives),
#KHM (Expressives), HE' (Declarations) &>
SHADI T AL ([9]). Z DRt
I OIE, FHEBENBIIEE (illocutionary point), JiEA
J71A) (direction of fit), LAVIKEE, KX A 7D
DThHDH. ZORKMED S BT EE e EH 2 R
TONREBEANNIRE TH D ([ HE=F). D%k
FENRIAR B R DAL HICE L DD LR
DEHIZ7% ([9] pp. 12-20).

2 IO EHEOEIIL, RS THDHN, AT
BT 5. WL ONOEFOFERIL, [6] D kI
Ay FERTNAD.
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(28) [TRMOFEFENMIRE] MEPETH
HZlilaliyboll.
(2b) [fEmOFEFENAIRAE] B FIT)
ASEDLILERARD L.
(200 UTHHAFHOFEFEANNIRAE] &1 H
HOFEROITAICAI Yy b5 L.
(2d) [RFAMOFEFEHNWIRE]  RIBOFEE
PATAIZE TITE 2IRA.
(2d) [EEMOREFENIRE] EEHFEEN
HIIR A .

4. BERITAHERRORE

AT, HEARREZIRIC L CERBIT 0T
DI DA EHET HZ L12T 5.

BAR (TN) ©5 5, ROZFE:2FK-T b
D% [SFEITAKRR] LS Z LT 5. 3k
L, T= (ETFACT), N= (OB,PER) ¥ %.

(3a) MG (ET,FACT) @ 5 b O JLEEFL ET
73, VXVYVACT (pre-condition (x, y, ACT,
promise-type) A say (X, y, ACT, promise-type)
— promise (X, y, ACT)) & VxVyVACT
(pre-condition (x, y, ACT, command-type) A
say (X, y, ACT, command-type) — command (X,
Y,ACT)) L\ 95 Xxate. *

(3b) HiddiMERE (OBPER) @5 LOFEHES OB
73, VxXVYVACT (promise (x, y, ACT) — do (X,
ACT)) & VxXVYVACT (command (X, y, ACT)
—do(y,ACT)) &\ 9 Xa&ETe.

ZNHDBUENS, IROEELDIKY VL.
4 T+ = (ET, FACTU{say (A, B, ACT,

promise-type)}) & L, (T+N) [3ELHH
ZLTn. Zokx, (TN) BEFETH

3RFETIE, MHREMBTE T2 LD BT CTEIEIT
HRFRERE L. b HAAMEILE L TOFE
FEMITA DL ERIZAND Z ENA[EETHS.

4 HFIEM (precondition) & WD DX, Searle A3
[8]C IFwifAl (preparatory rule) | & FFATZH D
WZHY T 5.
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BB THDHRHIE, (lo)kAdDEFH LY,
RO Z LD D

If PROP (1, pre-condition (A, B, ACT,

promise-type), then O ., do (A, ACT).
DOFED, ARBIZKLTIACT 52L&
ERRT D] LEFD D, TORIRICHE
TOEAMFMERTZENTNDHAEIT
X, A2 ACT 7722 L DOEENFET
5.

STEITAKRROREN AL N K 5T, [FEE
D e, MAITHONTHELY .

LIZLED. 22T, SiTAKE (TN) 235k
NLTWD & XL, Mo 0OFFERZRINTET
H. ZOEE, BENRINIZE W) FEEEZIY
ATeT= DI, FHEES FACT IZZDORFEDFHE
ZIMZ T, FEOEFEITAKRR LT (updae) ¥
HMENRHTLS D, 2O L%, BENTLDZ
AT OEWTIE U TR L TN 9.

[EBRRORFENIT A0 72 S-S (TIN)
WCBWTANRBIZHLTp EELTETH. 2D
& &, FIEESFACT IZRO LS ICEH D ¢

FACT+=FACTU{say (A, B, p, assertive-type)} .
FRBOFFBENITAHDOL AT, ko &
T Z B0,

L LT, THIERITRV) EnWH 2 &% AN B
WL TEoTcELED. ZDEE, BIZFADHE
SEEHZLEHLTELDT, Bid ABSHERA AL
EBoTWDEEZ LT, B bHERITALWL
s LbBAESRZRY. LavL, b LHELS A
DS AL RO, AobENEFFT 5
EWNDZENEZDRE, TOWBTROL D72
BT AR OENEZ D LT D

FACT++ = FACT+U{p}.

L, ZOMFEFIEIEWELBL RS
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DT, FHIEABE TR,

¥, REOFBFNITL S ERMOFKENTT
OGN LREERDIETH S ZENTELHDT, K
FRCIEU TR L2 2 &Izt 5.

(B AR ORFENITAR SN 5E] B
CHFRIOFFENTITADRE L LT, HUIRIC
DNTEZTHLD. (TN) IZBWTAMNBITx
LTIACT 22L& LET) &0
L. ZobkE, FEES FACT XKD X 5 IHHT
SNb

FACT+ =FACTuU{say (A, B, ACT, promise-type)}.
ZORIEDEREMEN T TRESHTOARWES
WZiE, ZhbEozZ i3I sRn. 2T, F
ISR TR SN TV DIHEITIE, T CICHIEIT
LT LIS, AN ACT 7756 2 L OFBEN (T+HN)
IZBWTHAETD.

BELT, TBHAZZICRD Z L 2R L £
EAMBIZXLTE-mELEY. Zhick-T,
ADPRO RIZRBEDOSFT~MT Z L8 A DFEF &
5.

[HESR OFEGENIT A0 e Sh6] el
DFFENITHONRFRLE LT, MBIV TEXT
HEH. (TN) IZBWT A N BIZxLT TACT
THZeabRlllam LETIEEoT0 15,
IDLE, FEESFACT IR LI ICEHF SH
5o

FACT+ = FACTU{ say(A,B,ACT, command-type)}.
OB DOEREEN T TREZSATOARVEA
WZiE, Zh oz i3RI sy LT, F
RISRIER T2 SN TV D AT, B 21X ACT 775
EWVI BN (THN) ITBWTHRAETS.

BlELTC, THAZZICkDZ E2maLET)
EANBIZKLTE-ELELY. 72, AIXB
DEHZFEoT-ELES. 2oL EFERIFMLK
SNTWDHDT, B RO BIZRIEDEAT~T<
TENBDOEEERD.

[E

RIDFFENIT A0 2 SNTHE] (TIN)

il
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WICBWTAREHCIZK L TCp & EoT-t7 5.
TOLE, FEESFACT IR LI ICEH SN
5

FACT+=FACTU{say (A, C, p, declaration-type)} .
2T, AIXEHI C O THRIBIDHERZ TR D il
EANBTHY, p £V T EITHONWTIRET HHE
REFFOANTE oL LIS, &blT, MERE
AR LN TSN LE Y. Zok X,
HEMOFEBENITHORME LT, ROX DKk
WEERG ET OIREN R Z 5. °

ET+=FACTU{p}.
T++ = (ET+FACT+) & L, (T++N) 257
& X1ZUE, PROP (ruupny p MKV DT & &R
ZENRTEDL. OFEY, ABEMCIZHLTp &
S92 LICEoT, p NEFSN-BEAROF
T ND KT R2T2DTHD.

il LT, IBRAMBREICEMT 5] LR
KETHD A KPERICHLTE->7mELLD.
T5HE, ZOHRBITIE, ZOESOEMSKENT
INTVLDOT, BRIZMBRETHD LD
(FE=H)) FHEN T OFFELARKNLT 2 Z &2
5.

6. #&iR

ST A WEIC T 57 7 e —FITiE
WL OO LONRTTIZabBR TS ([5], [11],
[13]). ARETIRE LT Fu—FI%, B#ERD
R A E L CHREBNIITRAONRER T T2 L 2
AT DR D, 6

5 FACTICpEMAD EXITTFENRET D L
HDHOT, —IZIE, 1F5ET (belief revision)

DEEZEEBTHVERLDHTESH ([2]). Lo
LARTIE, #FmoRBLE XL T5H70lc2

RIBEII DN Z LT 5.

6 AWz, /Y u— S)LCOE a2/ T . (3845
FRERAR L FHe D < R TR, BHAWFIEE# B4
FETE (C) 1S iEmIc &SV RZam 4
OFEFE ] (F7eREEE - il FERE), BHEmres
B & 9e (B) AL A uny—Lt 4y bav—
— BRI & BURIEESE ) (FFRRERE
%) "oOXEEZTELOTHDL. ZZICEL
THEEERT.
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