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Examples

Expressive small clauses (Potts and Roeper 2006)

(1) Chris, you fool! (muttered to myself;Potts and Roeper 2006)

(2) Idiot!
idiot.male-spkr

Idiotka!
idiot.fem-spkr

(Russian)

(3) Shai,
Shai,

ata
you

idyot.
idiot

(Hebrew)

(4) Jou
you.acc

idioot!
idiot

(Afrikaans)

Expressive adjectives

(5) Bush says the damnRepublicans deserve public support.

(6) Du
you

hast
have

kein
no.acc

verdammtes
word.acc

Wort
word

gesagt.
said

(German)

`You didn't say a damn word.'

Honori�cs

(7) ensayng-nim-i
teacher-hon-hon

ka-si-ess-ta
go-hon-past-dc

(Korean;Sells and Kim 2006)

(8) Sam-ga
Sam-nom

warai-yagat-ta.
laugh-antihon-past

(Japanese;Potts and Kawahara 2004)

i. `Sam laughed.'

ii. `The speaker views Sam negatively.'

Manual gestures

(9)

Epithets

(10) The professor wrote every student to ask if the lazy bumhad done the
assignment.

(11) My father screamed that he would never allow me to marry
that bastard Webster. (Kratzer 1999)

formal/familiar pronouns, evidentials, discourse particles, intonation, . . .

Central properties

i. Independence: Expressive content contributes a dimension
of meaning that is separate from the regular descriptive con-
tent.

ii. Nondisplaceability: Expressives predicate something of the
utterance situation.

iii. Perspective dependence: Expressive content is evaluated
from a particular perspective. In general, the perspectiveis
the speaker's, but there can be deviations if conditions are
right.

iv. Descriptive ine� ability: Speakers are never fully satis�ed
when they paraphrase expressive content using descriptive,
i.e., nonexpressive, terms.

v. Immediacy: Like performatives, expressives achieve their
intended act simply by being uttered; they do not o� er con-
tent so much as in�ict it.

vi. Repeatability: If a speaker repeatedly uses an expressive
item, the e� ect is generally one of strengthening the emo-
tive content, rather than one of redundancy.

Expressive indices

(12) An expressive indexis a tripleha I bi , wherea and b are in the domain of entities and
I v [-1; 1].

 negative positive!

-1 -.5 0 .5 1

(13) c � I0

a;b c0 i� c andc0 di� er at most in that

a. ha I 0 bi 2 c0
" ; and

b. if c" contains an expressive indexha I bi , whereI , I 0, thenha I bi < c0
" andI 0 v I .

(14) Expressive consistency

A contextc is admissible only ifc" contains at most one expressive objectha I bi for every
salient pair of entitiesa andb. ha bi

“Cursing is unlike other forms of speech. It ismore physically arousing, as evidenced through physiological responses such as skinconductance or
neural activity such as amygdala activation” (Jay and Janschewitz 2007). Expressive language is generallybetter rememberedthan nonexpressive language.
Patients with severe damage to the left hemisphere of the brain are nonetheless able tocurse well and curse often(Jay 2000)

Syntax

(15) Syntax/semantics mismatch

a. Argh! I stubbed my fucking toe!

b. Fuck, I stubbed my toe.

(16) Limitations

a. I accidentally ate one of those fucking sour red candies.

b. ??I accidentally ate one of those sour red fucking candies.

(17) a. � I consider you fool. (cf. (1))

b. � You are fool.= � You a fool.

(18) � Juan
Juan

es
is

el
the

decano.
dean

(Spanish identity statement)

Denotations

(19) [[damn]] c = the functionf such thatf ([[a]] c)(c) = c0, where

a. c � I
cJ;[[a]]c c0;

b. the length ofI is not more than:5; and

c. I v [-1; 0]

Homer: “That bastard Burns!”) h

�

�

� [-1; 0]
�

�

� i

(20) Special freedoms

a. Water or no water=� H2O — I'm not hiking in this heat.
b. Water or no fucking water — I'm not hiking in this heat.

(21) a. I'm as sure as sure=� certain can be.

b. I'm as sure as fucking sure can be.

(22) jis
which

aadmii-se
man-with

tum
you

bahut
much

pyaar-se
love-with

baat
talk

kar
do

rahe
prog.mpl

the,
be.pst.pl

us
that

haraamii-ne
bastard-erg

=
=

� Tiicar-ne
teacher

mujh-pe
me-on

muqadma
court.case

Thonk rakhaa
`apply'-pfv

hai
be.prs.sg

`The man that you were talking with so nicely, that bastard=
� teacher is suing me.' (Hindi correlative)

(23) “Sam saw your fucking dog.” “I did too.”

Expressive correctness

i. If � is a lexical item, thenh�; ci is expressively correct i� c" = ; .

ii. Where� and� are descriptively typed,h� (� ); ci is expressively correct i� c
is expressively consistent and there are contextsc0 andc00such thath�; c0i
andh�; c00i are expressively correct andc0

" [ c00
" = c" .a

iii. Where � is expressively typed and� is descriptively typed,h� (� ); ci is
expressively correct i� c is expressively consistent and there are contexts
c0 and c00 such thath�; c0i and h�; c00i are expressively correct andc =
[[ � ]] c0

([[ � ]] c00
)(c00).

A phrase can be expressively correct but unde�ned in the privileged sense of pre-
supposition theory, and the reverse is also possible. Expressive correctness is simi-
larly distinct from semantic content. A sentence could, forexample, be tautologous
but expressively correct only in some contexts, or the reverse

Dynamics

(W; c) + ([[S]] ; c0) = (W \ [[S]] ; c [ c0)

If c [ c0 is not expressively consistent, the update is infelicitous.

aThe union-like operator[ resolves con�icts between expressive indices in favor of the more
expressive ones:

c" [ c0
" = c" [ c0

" � fh a I bi j 9ha I0 bi 2 c" [ c0
" : I0 < Ig

Kaplan (1999)

[I]t seems to me quite possible to extend semantic methods even
formal, model theoretic semantics, to a range of expressions
that have been regarded as falling outside semantics, and per-
haps even as being insusceptible to formalization.

Lewis (1976:22)

In order to say what a meaningis, we may �rst ask what a mean-
ing does, and then �nd something that does that.

Jay and Janschewitz(2007)

Fuck you! tells you immediately that I am frustrated or angry
and permits me to vent my anger at the same time. There is no
other way to sayfuck you and convey the same level of con-
tempt in polite language.

Predicates of personal taste

Lasersohn(2005) considers and rejects (24b).

(24) a. [[me]]w;t;c = cA (cA is the speaker/agent ofc)

b. [[fun]]w;t;c = the set of things thatcJ �nds fun
in world w at timet

But this is just what we need for expressives. The reasons
for rejecting (24b) all become reasons to accept it, in out-
line, for expressive.

Fuck the fucking fucked up fucks. Those fucked-
up fuck-ups fucking suck. Told you once you stupid
fucks, you fucked-up fuck-ups are fucked-up.

—The Mr. T Experience. `Told you once'.

(W; fd0; f ; cg) (W \ [[ the dog is on the couch]] ; fd; f ; cg)

the damn dog on the fucking couch,fd; f g[EC by (ii )]

the damn dog,fdg[EC by (iii )]

damn,; the dog,;

on the fucking couch,f f g[EC by (ii )]

on, ; the fucking couch,f f g[EC by (iii )]

fucking, ; the couch,;

The example highlights a shortcoming: the dynamics should be subsentential(Bittner
2001), so that the expressives' contributions are not deferred until the root.

References athttp://people.umass.edu/potts/expressives/.

http://people.umass.edu/potts/expressives/
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