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APPENDIX 1
DIAGRAMS OF TAXONOMY OF SPEECH ACTS
Terms and definitions are taken from Bach and Harnish 1979.

a) Communicative illocutionary acts1

These “are acts of expressing attitudes” (1979:116). To express an attitude 
means for speaker to R(reflexive)‑intend the hearer to take speaker’s 
utterance as reason to believe that the speaker has the attitude (1979:15, 
57). 

b) Conventional illocutionary acts
These speech acts “effect changes in institutional states of affairs” 
(1979:110). They “are identified by the speaker’s utterance and the 
conditions of utterance, with R-intention unnecessary” (1979:118). 
“A convention is a mutually recognized means for doing something, 
counting as such only because mutually recognized” (1979:109).

Effectives They bring forth facts in 
“utterances that, when issued 
by the right person under the 
right circumstances, make 
it the case that such and 
such. This is a matter not of 
causality but of mutual belief” 
(1979:113).

E.g., to appoint, 
to ordain, to 
suspend, to resign

Verdictives They are “determinations of 
facts, natural or institutional, 
which have official 
consequence” (1979:113). 
They are “judgments that 
by convention have official, 
binding import in the context 
of the institution in which they 
occur” (1979:111).

E.g., to call a 
runner out, to find 
a defendant guilty

Essentially, they are “acts of 
appraising, assessing, grading, 
ranking, and estimating the 
value of something” (1979:112).

E.g., to convict, to 
certify, to clear

1 See next page.
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