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An on-going debate concerns the type of content emotions may have, in particular, do emotions have conceptual or non-conceptual content? (Cf. for example Gunther 2003 and 2004, Tappolet 2003 and Tye 2005). Can expressions and ascriptions of emotions shed light on the debate? 
We may call expressives to the speech-acts performed in expressing emotions. Speech acts are correctly or incorrectly made under specific conditions. Among these are the acts’ sincerity conditions (cf. Searle 1969), i.e., the conditions under which a speaker is sincere in performing that act. An expressive is a speech act whose sincerity condition is a certain emotional state. Among expressives are acts like apologizing, condoling, congratulating, thanking, etc. Thus, apologizing is sincere if the speaker regrets what he apologises for; thanking is sincere if the speaker is grateful for what he thanks the hearer, and so on. As standardly conceived, also, expressives are distinct from other types of speech acts in that they express the emotion which is their sincerity condition. 

Conceptual content must meet at least something like Evans’s Generality Constraint. Conceptual content must be structured, such that someone who is capable of entertaining content with a given structure must be capable of recombining those structured elements into distinct contents with similar structures. That conceptual content is structured is related to the fact that conceptual content is inferential. Whatever nonconceptual content may be, it is arguably non-inferential. So, the claim that emotional content is nonconceptual can mean at least two things. First, expressives do not express logically complex contents, say conditional content. Secondly, emotional content is not embeddable, say, as antecedents or consequents of conditionals. 
So, this paper mainly argues against strong views on the nonconceptual content of emotions, like that of Gunther 2003, by focusing on the behaviour of expressives, and holding that expressives can have conditional or disjunctive content. It is argued that the linguistic evidence based on the behaviour of expressives does not establish that the content of expressives cannot be embedded or cannot be complex, and if expressives express emotions, this indicates that (some) emotions may have conceptual content. It will also briefly consider what can be the conceptual content of emotions, and finish with a related problem, whether there can be conditional expressives.
Gunther takes the non-embeddability of the content of expressives as a symptom that emotional content is not fully logically complex. His claim is original in that it attempts to establish that the uniqueness and nonconceptuality of emotional content is manifest in the violation of the force-content distinction by emotions and expressives. Since he believes emotional content violates the force-content distinction, he takes the non-embeddability of emotions (the emotional attitude) and of expressives (the speech act), as an indication of the non-embeddability of emotional content itself. But there is no evidence that the content of expressives cannot be embedded in logically complex sentences, and, hence, no evidence that expressives violate the force-content distinction. So, it is argued, the behaviour of expressives does not indicate that emotions do not have conceptual content. 

The recognition that the content expressed in making a speech act and the force of that speech act must be distinct is made explicit with Frege’s point. The point is simply that a proposition must have the same content whether or not one assents to its truth, and whether or not it is asserted. There is, in particular, a logical need to recognize the distinction content and force. One may assert ‘p’ and assert also ‘if p, then q’. Both assertions support the assertion of ‘q’. But when one asserts the conditional, neither ‘p’ nor ‘q’ are asserted. For modus ponens to be valid, all occurrences of ‘p’ and ‘q’ must, however, have the same content, even if not all of their occurrences are asserted. So, if there were a sign conveying assertoric force, it would range over the whole conditional, but not be embedded in its antecedent or consequent. Frege’s point can be generalized for other speech acts. 
Now, how can it be established that emotions, and expressives, violate the force content distinction, and have nonconceptual content? The core of Gunther’s argument rests on the claim that there are but three ways to diagnose what seem to be occurrences of expressives in connection with logically complex sentences, particularly conditionals: the occurrences are either i) ungrammatical/inadequate sentences, ii) fail to be genuine expressions of emotions or iii) are not genuinely conditional. (cf. Gunther 2003, pp. 282-3) Gunther offers examples of each case, arguing that they exemplify one of the claims i)-iii).  Among the examples of each are: 
i) Inadequate/ “ungrammatical” sentences. E.g.:

1) I thank you for letting me take your class or giving me a passing grade.

2) I apologize that if I come late I will make a quiet entrance.

ii)  Not genuine expressions of emotions

There are grammatical/adequate sentences of two types: either the expressive verb appears embedded, or the clause that follows the expressive verb is a conditional or a disjunction. E.g. of expressive verbs embedded:

3) I will not take your class or thank you for letting me enrol

4) If I’m late, I will apologize. 

E.g. of expressive followed by a complex clause:
5) Gertrude is happy that if she works hard, she will impress William

6) William is sorry that Gertrude either failed or withdrew from the course.

Gunther claims that in cases 3) – 4) the clauses describe future courses of action: apologizing or thanking. 5) – 6) ascribe to a second person a given emotional state. None of the cases count as genuine expressions of emotions. 

iii) Not genuine conditionals

The following is grammatically sound, expresses emotion and exhibits apparent conditional structure:

7) If Gertrude has skipped class again, damn her, she’ll fail the course. 

Here, the expletive is in the antecedent, which is puzzling if the sentence is to be genuinely hypothetical.
Is there an explanation for the cases? One should distinguish between the explanation of what happens in each case from the existence of counterexamples to the central claim that expressives cannot convey logically complex contents and that emotional content cannot be embedded. I advance some hypothesis of what is going on in some of these cases, and offer counterexamples to i) – iii), showing that the claim that expressives cannot take logically complex content is false. In particular, expressives can have conditional or disjunctive content. If the content of expressives sheds light on emotional content, then there seems to be no reason for (some) emotions to have conceptual content, and no reason for expressives, and emotions thereby expressed, to respect the force-content distinction. 
The last section of this paper is exploratory and tries to lay down some alternative ways of understanding whether there can be conditional expressives.  The question arises from the consideration of polemic cases, namely, cases where an apparent expressive occurs in the consequent of a conditional. The question is whether these still count as expressions of emotions. Three alternatives of answering the question are advanced. The first goes against the possibility of conditional expressives, and argues that expressives are indirect speech acts which are not made when the relevant sentences are embedded. The second argues that the previous explanation is inadequate, since it can also be given for speech acts which are more or less consensually admitted as conditional, such as orders, requests or promises. The third raises the main objection against the possibility of conditional expressives, which is that in the case of the remaining conditional speech acts, their sincerity conditions are, arguably, also conditional. But it is not easy to see how an emotion which is the sincerity condition for an expressive can be felt conditionally. A definite answer to this question is not given, however.
Whether or not this issue can be established is independent of the main aim of this paper. Insofar as expressives can reveal something about the content of emotions, which they are admitted to express, expressives can have logically complex contents, and if that is so, then emotions can have conceptual contents. 
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