
Sentences containing subjective predicates – e.g., awesome in (1) – 
intuitively feature a perspective-dependent flavor, which is instead 
missing in sentences describing objective facts (as in (2)).  

(1) The movie was awesome.  
(2) The movie started at 8.  

Scholars have long debated on whether this intuition tracks a genuine 
lexical distinction between subjective and factual predicates (e.g., 
Lasersohn 2005, Stephenson 2007, Moltmann 2010, Pearson 2013). Less 
explored, however, is the issue concerning how the difference between 
(1) and (2) is reflected at the illocutionary level (Umbach 2016). 
Combining evidence from two experimental studies and the distribution 
of response particles, I show that assertions containing subjective 
predicates display a different discourse behavior from objective 
assertions. I suggest that subjective assertions should be modeled as a 
mixed discourse move, which encodes both an informative component 
(similar to regular assertions) and an inquisitive one (similar to polar 
questions). 

References: • Lasersohn, P. (2005). Context dependence, disagreement, and 
predicates of personal taste. Linguistic & Philosophy. 28(6): 643–68. - Moltmann, F. 
(2010) Relative truth and the first person. Philosophical Studies 150, 187-220. - 
Pearson, H. (2012). A judge-free semantics for predicates of personal taste. Journal of 
Semantics. 30(1), 103–154, Stephenson, T. (2007). Judge dependence, epistemic 
modals, and predicates of personal taste. Linguistics & Philosophy 30(4), 487–525 - 
Umbach, C. (2016). Evaluative propositions and subjective judgments. Subjective 
meaning: Alternatives to Relativism, 127-168.

Subjective assertions and inquisitiveness: a hybrid speech 
act?

Andrea Beltrama 
University of Konstanz 

andrea.beltrama@uni-konstanz.de

mailto:andrea.beltrama@uni-konstanz.de

