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1. Gricean reasoning:

For B ’s utterance, it is implicating that he has some cat but that it is not a siamese cat.

In the B’ utterance where B says no, B is being truthful in that he is communicating that

he does not have a “siamese cat,” (x such that siamese(x) ^ cat(x)) however, it does not

communicate which of these statements is false. By saying “I have a cat”, B is asserting that

cat(x) = 1, but that siamese(x) ^ cat(x) = 0 which more specifically specifies which part of

the statement is false.

This follows Grice’s cooperative principals as it concisely communicates what is false rather

then just saying “no” and leaving two possible interpretations.

2. Possessive and more:

(See attached IPython notebook)

3. Expressive adjectives:

(a) information contributed to sentence

The adjective is modifying the noun computer to contain the fact that the speaker views

the computer unfavorably.

{x|computer(x) ^ darn(x)} ✓ {x|computer(x)}

The context here might be relevant in determining exactly what darn means in that some

speakers might say “darn” before everything, while another might use it more sparingly

and thus the fact it is use communicates a lot about the speakers internal belief.

(b) What type is the contribution.

This statement is conversational implicature as we can see that it isn’t an at-issue entailment

or presupposition since we could imagine that this statement could be canceled if the speaker

said something like “Actually, this is a wonderful computer.” Further, we can take “darn”
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as meaning that the speaker does not like the computer and thus by attaching additional

meaning to “computer” through an adjective.

We can see a similar structure in “Look at those stupid people over there.” Here we have

that “people over there” is of the same type as computer, and we have attached the adjective

stupid similar to darn. It is clear in this context, that stupid classification remains attached

to these people after this statement has been made and does not require that we continue

reference them as stupid. (A darned computer stays darned even if we start just calling it

a computer.)

(c) What is the type

ADJhhe,ti,he,tii = �fhe,ti.�xe.(ADJ(x) ^ f(x))

With adjectives we have to be able to combine a number of these expressions. (If we say the

“blue darned computer” then we want the same type as “darned computer”) We already

have that “computer” represents a set of objects by having a function which will restrict

entities to being of a computer type, and we have adjectives as taking this class and adding

further restrictions in that the object is also “darned” or “fucked”.

The exact meaning of “darned” or “fucked” etc will have to depend on the context and the

entity that is being described.

(d) Di↵erences in meaning across expressive adjectives

In the case of listed adjectives, we might try and place these adjectives on a single scale from

really “bad”/“unpleasant” to “wonderful” (damn(x) = enjoyment(relativeDarnScorec(x), x)).

As I have done earlier in the problem, we can have a di↵erent function which represents

each of these items. This is a very “abstracted” representation of these adjectives as it does

not require supposing that there is some single scale or representation that can be used

with these words.
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