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Definition: Attending
Any formula ¢ attends the possibilities in [¢].

Definition: Unattending

For an initiative ¢ and response 9 s.t. p o :
1 unattends a possibility a iff « € [p] and a N U[Y] € [¥].

Fact: Attention and entailment
For an initiative ¢ and response 9 s.t. p o :
1 unattends a possibility iff ¥ [~ .
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Some conversational maxims

Maxim of Quality
Only attend a set of possibilities if you consider them individually
possible, and their union necessary.

Maxim of Relation
Only attend relevant possibilities.

Maxim of Attention (new)
Do not attend/unattend a possibility without reason.
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(3) Every student read Othello or King Lear |
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> [P(tr,. . ta)lg = {{w e W[([t1]wg, .- -, [tnlwg) € [Plw}}
> [Llg = {0}

> [p Vil = [plg U [Y]g
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Work in progress: vague numerals?

(9) Some men came to me ) many men did not come
(10) Many men came to me ~ some men did not come

(11) Most men came to me (~ a minority did not come

Some 1 APAQ.IX(P("X) A Q("X) A|X| = prototype(Some P Q))
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Conclusion

A uniform account of exhaustivity in terms of:
» Compliant responses

» Utterances as proposals

Applied to:
» Disjunction
» Mention-some
» Quantifiers
» Numerals and ‘at least’
» ‘Some’/‘many’/‘most’ as vague numerals

Future work: conditionals, modals, content words.
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