
Tastes Differ 

Frank Veltman 

 

There are semantic phenomena that do not easily lend themselves to a description in a static 

truth conditional framework. Think of problems having to do with text coherence — like 

anaphoric reference, or modal subordination, which crucially involve context change. Think 

of sentences that are not stated in the declarative mood — on the face of it, it makes little 

sense to assign truth values to imperatives. 

 

Now, it is often claimed that these are not really semantic phenomena: anaphoric reference 

and modal subordination are inherently pragmatic relations, and semantically the only thing 

that matters to an imperative is its propositional content, which then serves as input for a 

separate pragmatic theory of performatives. 

 

However, even if one only looks at sentences in the declarative mood, frictions arise. Think of 

phenomena where some kind of `subjectivity' is involved — epistemic modalities (like 

”maybe”), or evaluative adjectives (like “difficult", “tasty", “ugly”). Trying to deal with these 

phenomena in a truth condtional set up has lead to notions as “faultless disagreement”, and 

“assessment relative truth” — epicycles of truth conditional semantics as I would like to call 

them. 

 

In my talk I will sketch how the kind of ‘subjectivity’ involved in predicates of personal taste 

gets a natural place in a (dynamic) framework in which the meaning of a sentence (of any 

grammatical mood) is equated with the impact it has on the intentional state of the addressee. 

 



 

Anaphora and Negation: Trouble for Dynamic Semantics 

Karen Lewis 

 

Dynamic semantics, by design, is supposed to be good at accounting for systematic 

interactions between indefinite antecedents under the scope of various operators and the 

licensing of subsequent anaphora on those antecedents. For example, the standard dynamic 

semantic clause for negation correctly predicts the infelicity of the first discourse and the 

felicity of the second sentence: 

 

(1) It is not the case that a woman walked in. #She sat down. 

(2) It is not the case that a woman walked in and hung up her hat. 

 

Call the phenomenon exemplified by (1) external infelicity and that exemplified by (2) 

internal felicity. I argue, based on existing considerations from the literature as well as my 

own, that both the external infelicity and internal felicity predictions fail in important ways. I 

then argue that a static semantic account augmented with a dynamic pragmatics better 

accounts for the range of data involving negation and anaphora on indefinite antecedents. 

 

 

Discourse Contextualism. Or, How I Learned to Stop 

Worrying and Love an Ordinary, Boring Static 

Contextualist Semantics 



Alex Silk 

 

In this talk I motivate and develop an improved framework for contextualist semantics and 

pragmatics, which I call Discourse Contextualism, and then apply this framework to the case 

of epistemic modals. Two central challenges for contextualists have been to capture the 

behavior of epistemic modals in discourse disagreements and attitude reports. The strategy of 

Discourse Contextualism is to derive this seemingly problematic behavior from a particular 

contextualist interpretation of a standard premise semantic framework for modals, along with 

general conversational principles. Uses of bare epistemic modals assume a semantically 

unspecified body of information. Nevertheless, utilizing general pragmatic reasoning skills, 

interlocutors can integrate features of the (past, present, and projected future) conversational 

situation to interpret epistemic modals and coordinate on an evolving common ground. The 

resulting account captures various distinctive features of the meaning and use of epistemic 

modals, and provides a perspicuous framework for posing further questions about how 

evidence regulates the interpretation of epistemic modals in concrete discourse contexts. 

 

 

Epistemic Modal Sentences under Disjunction 

Andy Yu 

 

Taking a Yalcin-style semantics for epistemic modal talk as my starting point, I argue that 

certain data motivates taking epistemic modal operators to be sensitive to contextually-salient 

partitions. 

 



 

Indexical Beliefs without Non-Classical Contents 

Tadeusz Ciecierski 

 

In my talk I will argue that certain classical Kaplan’s ideas regarding the representation of de 

re beliefs provide a powerful conceptual tool that can be employed in the analysis of indexcial 

(i.e. de se, de hic, de nunc) beliefs. The analysis in question makes no appeal to incomplete, 

centered or relativized propositions. In addition to that I will discuss: (i) the relations of the 

extended Kaplan's view to structural and non-structural accounts of propositional content, (ii) 

possible extensions of the theory that can be used in the analysis of puzzling cases of 

referentially dissimilar beliefs. 

 

 

Counterfactuals and ’Counterfactuals’ 

Amaia García Odon 

 

In this paper, I apply the idea of possible world considered as actual (Davies & Humberstone 

1980) to the analysis of counterfactuals. If there is a difference between counterfactual worlds 

and non-actual worlds considered as actual, then conditionals whose antecedents hold in 

counterfactual worlds should express different propositions from those expressed by 

conditionals whose antecedents hold in non-actual worlds considered as actual. I call the latter 

conditionals ‘counteractuals’ (borrowing the term from Yablo 2002). I argue that if the 

indexical really – as a substitute for actually (Crossley & Humberstone, 1977; Kaplan 1978; 



Davies & Humberstone, 1980), given that actual does not always refer to the actual world, but 

can refer to any world under consideration (as was noted by Lewis 1983, 1986) – is inserted 

into the antecedent of a past subjunctive conditional, the past perfect tense shifts the context 

that fixes the reference of real from the actual world to the counterfactual world where the 

antecedent is true, to the effect that the counterfactual world is considered as actual. If this 

hypothesis is correct, sentences of the forms if A had been the case, then B would have been 

the case and if A had really been the case, then B would not have been the case do not express 

contradictory propositions. Further, there would be a straightforward explanation for why 

counterfactuals do not always presuppose the falsity of their antecedents. 

 

 

Advice for Noncognitivists 

Malte Willer 

 

Metaethical noncognitivists have trouble arriving at a respectable semantic theory for moral 

language. The goal of this talk is to demonstrate that they can make substantial progress 

toward solving these problems by replacing the predominant expressivist semantic agenda in 

metaethics with a dynamic perspective on meaning and communication. This move allows for 

a satisfying analysis of negation and other constructions that have been argued to be 

problematic for metaethical noncognitivists (including disjunctions) while preserving some of 

the key insights from recent work in the expressivist tradition. 


