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: , : Mirative qua
Introducing qua and the semantics of excess , ,
(2) Two components of excessive meaning:

At first ol looks lik t-adjectival qua, but. ..
Sarah is too tall | » to ride the bus for free]. ST GlelEs, I00s lINE [pOsEadSttivel Guie;, DL

purpose

(1) Two word orders for Vietnamese excessive qua: (11) Has no malefactive inference:

Qud béng nay {qua to /to qual. a. Purpose-oriented excessive truth conditions: > 1% \ ) o /

cL ball this QUA big big QUA max(\d . Sarah is d-tall) > max(\d' . if Sarah is d'-tall, can P) Cal ?agl ’?ha'y EO qua’ <|Td rat mmh')
. | ) CL e this UA ery like

~ “This ball is too big.” ...l want a smaller one.] Meier 2003: 70: “the standard of comparison is... an upper bound of W ath' t bll V6 b'Q (1 like it) ey

admissibility, and the value of the object lies above this value.” OW, this tabic 15 VETY Dig: AT IKE L.
Qua is unusual in allowing both pre- and post-adjectival positions: 5 Melebeiue nteremees (12) Incompatible with comparative standards:

‘very’  ‘quite’  ‘more’ ‘as’  ‘enough’  ‘too’ Sarah’s height negatively affects the speaker or Sarah. Cai ban nay to qua  (*2m?)

“Arat "Ahoi - Ahon - Abang  “Adu  Aqua Nouwen 2018: “at some indeterminate level of analysis, excess is bad <L table this  big QUA - 2m-’

ratA hoilA  “honA  “bangA  duA  quaA and sufficiency is good...” Wow, this table is {very big / *bigger than 2m?}!|

(13) Subject to a recency restriction:
Context: I've been looking for a very big table.
a. When | come home, | see a table which is extremely big. v/ (11)

These two uses of qua reflect different grammatical strategies for the expression of excess: b. Aday ago, | saw a table which | thought was extremely big.
Post-adjectival qua is a comparative with not-at-issue malefactive inference (2b); pre-adjectival qua has excessive truth conditions (2a) Now [ am telling you about it. #(11)
_ Mirative evidentials in many languages have such a recency
restriction (Rett & Murray 2013).
Post-adjectival qua Pre-adjectival qua
(3) Cannot take a dé purpose clause: (8) gu r)pos/e—orle\nted e>,<cteSS|Z/e: |
Soi day nay dai qua (* ). 1 DOITg Pha.y qua b(') - 5 ' Mirative and subjective qua cannot be embedded or denied
CL  string this long QUA DE tie way this ‘CL o batt s QUA big - BET ,CL o | N . \ , ,
< “This string is too long (* ), This ball is too big ( ). (14) Minh nghi [cai ban nay {qua to /to qua}l.
| max(Ad . this ball is d-big) > max(Ad’ . if the ball is d’-big, can P) Minh think cL table this QUA big big QUA
(4) Cantake a measure phrase standard, like comparative hon: ‘Minh thinks this table is.
S¢i day nay dai {qua/hdn] . a. qudto: #‘verybig (subjective) v ‘too big’
CL  string this long QUA HON  2m b.  toquad: # ‘big!’ (mirative) V ‘bigger’ ~» malefactive
~ ‘This string is longer than 2m.’ (QUA ~» malefactive) o ) L \ , , X
# “This string is 2m too long. Subjective ‘very’ qua (15) Cai ban nay {qua to / to qua} khong?
o ) ‘ o CL table this QUA big big QUA Y/N-Q
- A comparative with a not-at-issue malefactive inference: 2 BL: pre-adjbe.ctlv.al qua C?" also mejn very, In s;cuatlons ‘Is this table...’
S1: We need a string LESS than 2m long. where a subjective (qualitative) judgment is made: 2 qud t(f: " ‘Véry big?" (sgbjective) J ‘tqo hig? |
S2: We need a string AT LEAST 2m long. (9) Ciu tralsi {qua/ rdtl ding b. toqua: # ‘bigl?’ (mirative) V ‘bigger? ~» malefactive
) ) . CL UA t . ;. \ \ ’ ’ . A
(5) Quarequires the speaker to be negatively affected: Th ANSWET very f?rrec (16) A: Cai ban ay {qug to /t9 qug} B: Khong.
Sgi day nay dai qua 2m. JS1-#§2 € answeris very correct. CL .table th|s QUA big big QUA gle
cL  string this long QUA 2m S1: We are reading opinion articles. vV quad - rét ‘Thistableis... 'No.
~ ‘This string is longer than 2m.’ ~» and that’s a problem S2: We are reviewing students’ exam answers, which have a. qudto: #'verybig’ (subjective)  ‘too big
) o been graded and have grades on them. # qua - rat b.  toqud: # ‘big! (mirative) V ‘bigger’ ~» malefactive
(6) Sci day nay dai hon 2m. vV S1-4/S2
CL string this long HON  2m (10) Subjective qud can take a comparison class, but excessive - o | o
‘This string is longer than 2m.” (simple comparative) ore-adjectival qud cannot: Unembeddability and undeniability are both properties of mirative
(7) The malefactive inference projects through negation: Minh qua cao. evidentials (Rett & Murray 2013) and an.“Sh !ptegrgted ma
Soi day nay khéng dai  qud 2m /S1-#S2 compare with Kim  Minh ua tall (McCready 2009), which we propose that subjective qua is similar to.
cl string this  not ong QUA 2m = ‘Compared with Kim, Minh is very tall. - These quc? are.pu.rely e)fpres§ive — not asser.ted — claims of high
~ ‘This string is not longer than 2m.” ~» but that would be a problem # ‘Compared with Kim, Minh is too tall [for some purpose]. degree, with mirative qua adding mirativity. Being purely expressive/

illocutionary makes them unembeddable and not directly deniable.




