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Examples

Expressive small clausesRotts and Roeper 200H

(1) Chris, you fool! (muttered to myselRotts and Roeper 20D6

(2) Idiot! Idiotka! (Russian)
idiot.malespkr idiot.femspkr

3) Shai,ata idyot. (Hebrew)
Shai,youidiot

4) Jou idioot! (Afrikaans)
youaccidiot

Expressive adjectives

(5) Bush says the danfRepublicans deserve public support.

(6) Du hastkein verdammted\Vort gesagt. (German)
you havenoaccwordacc wordsaid
“You didn't say a damn word.'

Honori cs

(7 ensayng-nim-i ka-si-ess-ta (Korean;Sells and Kim 2006

teacherhonhongo-honpastdc

(8) (JapaneseRotts and Kawahara 2004

Sam-ga warai-yagatta.
Samnomlaugh-antihon-past

i. “Sam laughed.
ii. "The speaker views Sam negatively.

Manual gestures

9)

Epithets

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

(11) My father screamed that he would never allow me to marry

that bastard Webster (Kratzer 1999

‘ formalfamiliar pronouns, evidentials, discourse particlesymattion, . .. ‘

Central properties

. IndependenceExpressive content contributes a dimension 1)

of meaning that is separate from the regular descriptive con
tent.

. Nondisplaceability Expressives predicate something of the

utterance situation.

Perspective dependencd&xpressive content is evaluated

from a particular perspective. In general, the perspedsive (13
the speaker's, but there can be deviations if conditions are

Expressive indices

An expressive indexs a tripleha | bi, wherea andb are in the domain of entities and
v [-1;1].

positive

negative
\

c Ly candc®di eratmostin that

a. ml%i2 ¢ and

right.
b. if ¢ contains an expressive index| bi, wherel , 1° thenhal bi <c?andI®v I.
Iv. Descriptive ine ability: Speakers are never fully satis ed
when they paraphrase expressive content using descriptiv€l4)  Expressive consistency
l.€., nonexpressive, terms. A contextc is admissible only it contains at most one expressive object bi for every m b|
v. Immediacy Like performatives, expressives achieve their salient pair of entitiea andb.
intended act simply by being uttered; they do noebcon-
tent so much as inict it.
vi. Repeatabilitv If a speaker repeatedly USES an expressive “Cursing is unlike other forms of speech. Itisore physically arousing as evidenced through physiological responses such ascehkituctance of
' ite r’; the eeyc tis eﬂerall on% of str)én thenin th% emo- neural activity such as amygdala activatioddy and Janschewitz 200°Expressive language is generdbgtter rememberedthan nonexpressive language.
] g Y g g Patients with severe damage to the left hemisphere of the &ra nonetheless able tarse well and curse oftenJay 2000
tive content, rather than one of redundancy.
Denotations Expressive correctness
(19) [damn]® = the functionf such thatf ([a] °)(c) = c®, where I. If isalexical item, them; ci is expressively correctic- = ;.
a. ¢ 'CJ;[a]C c® ii. Where and are descriptively typed) ( );ci is expressively correct ic
CJ b. the length of is not more thars: and is expressively consistent and there are contekend c®such thath; b
v L0 ’ andh; c° are expressively correct ati[ c®= ¢..2
C. v [-1;
iii. Where is expressively typed and is descriptively typedh ( );ci is
C ) . expressively correct i c is expressively consistent and there are contexts
Homer: "That bastard Burnst) h [1.0] ! c® and ¢ such thath; ¢% and h; c®9 are expressively correct and =
o c%% 7 0
Syntax (20)  Special freedoms [ 190 1.
(15) Syntax'semantics mismatch a. Water or no waterH,O — I'm not hiking in this heat. A phrase can be expressively correct but unde ned in theilpged sense of pre-
b.  Water or no fucking water — I'm not hiking in this heat supposition theory, and the reverse is also possible. Egpecorrectness is simi-
a. Argh! | stubbed my fucking toe! ' " larly distinct from semantic content. A sentence couldgicample, be tautologous
b Fuck, I stubbed my toe (21) a. I'mas sure as sureertain can be. but expressively correct only in some contexts, or the saver
b. I'mas sure as fucking sure can be.
(16)  Limitations (22) jis  aadmii-se tum bahut pyaar-se baat kar rahe Dynamics
a. laccidentally ate one of those fucking sour red candies. which man-with you much love-with talk do progmpl _ o
b ?| accidentally at th 4 fucki g the, us haraamii-ne= Tiicar-ne mujh-pe mugadma (W.c) + ([S];¢) = W\ [S];cT ¢)
: accidentally ate one of those sour red fucking candies. bepstpl that bastarderg = teacher me-on court.case
(17) a. Iconsider you fool. (cf. 1) jl'ahorllk'_rafl:/hambzl s If cT cis not expressively consistent, the update is infelicitous
b.  You are fool.= You a fool. PPY-P Prs:sg - — — . Lo
"The man that you were talking with so nicely, that bastard The.unlon-llke operatof resolves con icts between expressive indices in favor ef iiore
(18)  Juanesel decano. (Spanish identity statement) teacher is suing me.’ (Hindi correlative) ~ ®XPressive ones:
Juanis thedean (23) “Sam saw your fucking dog.” “| did too.” o[ d=c[ fhalbijohal®bi2c[ ?:1°< Ig
Predicates of personal taste
Kaplan (1999 (W fd® f;cg - (W\ [the dog is on the coughfd; f;cg
[I]t seems to me quite possible to extend semantic methaets ev Lasersohr{2005 considers and reject24b). , T
formal, model theoretic semantics, to a range of expression _ _ P ) ) _
(24) a. [me]Vc = ¢, (ca is the speakéagent ofc) the damn dog on the fucking coudid; fg[EC by i)]

that have been regarded as falling outside semantics, and pe

haps even as being insusceptible to formalization.

Lewis (197622)

In order to say what a meanimg 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 | am frustrated or angry
and permits me to vent my anger at the same time. There is no
other way to sayuck you and convey the same level of con-

tempt in polite language.

b. [fun]"*¢ = the set of things that; nds fun

in world w at timet

the damn dogfdg[EC by (ii)] on the fucking coucH,fg[EC by (i)]

But this is just what we need for expressives. The reasors
for rejecting @4b) all become reasons to accept it, in out-

line, for expressive. the fucking couchf fg[EC by (jii)]

damn,; the dog, on,;

Fuck the fucking fucked up fucks. Those fuckeg- fucking,; the couch;

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',

The example highlights a shortcoming: the dynamics shoelsubsententia{Bittn
2001), so that the expressives' contributions are not deferredl hhe root.

er
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