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Abstract
This paper critically examines Bouke de Vries’ objections to non-aggressive swearing, particularly his instrumentalization and Ersatz objections, which argue that swearing inherently relies on offense and should be morally questionable. Drawing from Shoemaker’s perspective on non-aggressive profanity and societal shifts in attitudes toward taboo language, I argue that cultural desensitization has weakened the offensiveness of non-abusive swearing, rendering de Vries’ objections less compelling. The instrumentalization objection, which suggests that swearers exploit others' offense for rhetorical impact, is increasingly irrelevant in a society where many swear words have lost their shock value. Additionally, the Ersatz objection, which proposes that minced oaths could replace swear words without moral concern, fails to recognize the unique expressive and psychological functions of profanity. By demonstrating that non-aggressive swearing neither necessarily exploits others nor requires alternative euphemisms, I conclude that such language is morally innocent and largely a matter of social context rather than ethical concern.


