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We will present four experimental studies demonstrating that deceptive language 
in experimental pragmatics is a suitable method for distinguishing different kinds 
of meaning and for revealing children’s pragmatic competence. Studies on 
whether lying, as opposed to merely deceiving, is possible with untruthful impli-
catures conflicted (affirmative: Meibauer 2014; dissenting: Saul 2012). First, we 
discuss two experiments investigating whether untruthful PCIs and GICs are 
judged as lies (Antomo et al. to appear). Our results show that false implicatures 
are categorized as lies, but that participants differentiate between assertion and 
implicature. Moreover, the contrast between GCIs and PCIs only features in 
truthful usages, whereas untruthful GCIs and PCIs are judged alike. Last, our 
results reveal an overall similar performance across tested age groups (5–6 
years, 8–9 years and adults), showing that inferences are accessible earlier than 
originally thought. We conclude that deceptive language not only does not add to 
the complexity of the task, but implicated lies might also prove to be a setting 
which brings to the fore children’s inferential abilities.  
 In a follow-up experiment, we show that using deceptive language is a novel 
way to distinguish between different kinds of meaning. In the study presented 
above, GCIs and PCIs were rated on par in untruthful usage. However, results 
differ employing a Forced Choice Task with the options ‘truth’, ‘lie’, and ‘decep-
tion’. Here, we obtained a significant difference between implicatures such that 
false GCIs were predominantly categorized as lies, while untruthful PCIs were 
regarded as deceptions. This result supports the neo-Gricean distinction be-
tween GCIs and PCIs, whereas it challenges post-Gricean pragmatics such as 
Relevance Theory. The results of the same experiment, conducted with speak-
ers of Mandarin Chinese and items translated accordingly, in order to assess 
whether this pattern results from a universal phenomenon  
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