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Smes with only

To get good cheese you inly have to go to the North
Endp

Sufficiency Means

PrejacentPuzzle A NE n n NYC Norm

T NE NE good cheese

Scalarity Minimality
NE is the least effortful action
that leads to getting goodcheese






















































































splitting VF 1 05,07 AO H 2

Split LF 1013421Of op you go to the
NE

in

NE v NYC v Norm

1 a NYC v Norm

NE vs NE good cheese

sufficiency means

scalarity minimalityNE
no prejacent inference ofOPz possibly






















































































overgeneration issues
cf UF 1 05,07

Non split LF Of Of you goto the NE verylimited impossible

ftp.tpatses
w

goalorientedmodality
NE v NYC v Norm

I NYC v Norm ReimbursementEx
has other flavor

InINI
Norm

According to the
law you only have to reportthe crime

limited impossible report merely teport
split passes w

Galother modalities is only planning to go to the NE during
her visit

NE merely ANE






















































































the error

rediagnosing the prejacent problem

Condotard Francez argue
we evaluate the modals

in the premise and the conclusion wet different
ordering sources equivocation fallacy

Premise effortminimization
features in the orderingonly have to

fig
Edw effort gettinggo d d sga

tee of the premise only

Conclusion

havey to

in effort gettinggo d d n9 1 0






















































































towards a theory of the error

only triggers
note that in these contexts
the prejacentof only

a scalar inference contextually entails the

negationofthealternatives

this cues triggers
effortminimizationus moreflexibility

in imperatives

operative onlyabsent only
effort minimization

with goal oriented

is not easily accessible modality






















































































only and exceptives
472,1793 vF 1 05,07

strong inferences

Only the NE has good cheese the NE has

No place except the NE has good cheese
good cheese

other than
but

According to the law you are not required
to do anything except report

the crime

you are required to report the crime






















































































smos with exceptives VF9 1 05 07

weak inferences

To get good cheese you do not
have to

go to any place
other than the NE
except
but

NE

ONE Nye v Norm






















































































updating splitting
gaj08 c 22 f v793 gaj 13 216 or

you went nowhere except to the
North End

LF max placeexcept NE DO you went to not

Maxpee D Δ presupposes
D EPIE D D Δ O

asserts Δ 10

Max NYCNorm XD 7 60 you go to x

pies NYC UNE vNorm n NE vNorm n NE vNye n NE

ase Nye v Norm obvious extension to only v22






















































































updating splitting

LF max place exceptNET do you go to a 0

Max NYC Norm XD 7 60 you go to x

P E

pros Nye v Norm v NE n NE NYC n NE v Norm NE

ast 7 NYC v Norm

a
ion






















































































a weakening backdoor

Max D Δ mins Max D Δ
C

ranges over PE ranges over CE PCE

Pruning of domains alternatives partial sketchy

only if this leads to N weakening of.gg s

only if this is necessary for assettability g St 7

no symmetry breaking etc






















































































deriving weaker inferences

Max NYC Norm 70.7 7 60 you go to x

pros Nye v Norm v NE n NE NYC n NE Norm NE

ast NYC vNorm

NE us NE good cheese

sufficiency means

but scalarity minimality Kitiitiment
NE is not derived While one Jay isnothing

no prejacent could write it into Max perhaps 11
one really shouldn't






















































































weaker inferences more broadly

recall that pruning is licensed if
it is required for assertability this
is the case in smc examples sincethe prejacent
entails the negation ofthe alternatives

Prediction

According to the law

you are only required to do exactfone

thing when witnessing a crime






















































































imperatives and their force44 12 oik16 cf.pro c 112 v41 l

yol've asked me to paint
those tables but I'm tired and

don't feel like doingsomething only acquiesence

really useful
or m m only or 4

Only paint the round table

Oh I feel like doing something
really useful today I think

only c I'll paint the tables over there
or only

Only paint the round table



Smes with imperatives

suggestive paraphrase exclusive distribution

to get good cheese just go
to the North End

only

to get good cheese you can just go to the NE
only

expectation if G construal is impossible so is the smc reading
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