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1. Felicity Conditions. Look at Levinson, p. 240, figure 5.1. Here, felicity conditions are given for requests and warnings. Note that the conditions are divided up into four classes, in accordance with Searle’s analysis: propositional-content conditions, preparatory conditions, sincerity conditions and essential conditions. Choose a speech-act type distinct from those exemplified. Provide felicity conditions in the manner shown. 
2. The Performative Hypothesis. According to the Performative Hypothesis, illocutionary force is semantic (in terms of truth conditions), and is specified by the meaning of the highest clause in underlying structure. This clause contains a first-person singular performative verb in the simple present-tense and a second-person singular indirect object. Thus, the implicit performative Get out! is reconstructed as the explicit performative I order you to get out!

A performative sentence is true simply by virtue of its use. Therefore, the sentence I order you to get out! is true purely because someone is uttering it. How does this view run into trouble with respect to examples like the following?

1. The sun revolves around the earth.

2. I state to you that the sun revolves around the earth.

3. I stated to you that the sun revolves around the earth. 
3.
Indirect Speech Acts. Consider the following indirect invitations:

1. I was hoping to invite you to this movie tonight.

2. Have you seen “Bombay Eunuch” already?

3. Are you doing anything tonight?

4. Some of us are going to see “Bombay Eunuch” tonight.

5. You can’t go to a movie tonight, can you?

6. I’ve got two tickets to that Cirque du Soleil thing.

According to Gordon & Lakoff, indirect speech-acts involve stating or questioning a speaker- or hearer-based felicity condition on the corresponding explicit speech act. How many of the above examples involve this strategy? How many of these require recourse to other principles (say, of politeness or self-defense)? What IS the explicit speech act here, anyway?

