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Two hunters are out in the woods when one of them
collapses. He doesn't seem to be breathing and his
eyes are glazed. The other guy whips out his phone
and calls the emergency services. "My

friend is dead! What can | do?"

He gasps,
The operator says,
First, let's make sure he's

"Calm down. | can help.

dead." There is a silence, then a shot is heard. Back
on the phone, the guy says "OK, now what?"

(Wiseman 2007: 217)
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2)

How is it possible then that speakers do successfully engage in communicative practices that involve
humorous exchanges? By claiming that the speaker in jokes violates Grice's maxims, it is being
claimed that these texts constitute examples of non-cooperative behavior; nevertheless, the examples
do “somehow” make sense, and are understood and recognized as jokes. The rest of this chapter

will present and explain the solution to this apparent puzzle. (Attardo 2024: 428-429)

2.2 Non-bonafide : £— KdDEW

3)

To account for this fact, Raskin (1985a) suggested that joking involves a different kind of
communication mode, governed by a different set of maxims (see Chapter 6). The apparent paradox is
solved: after realizing he/she has been misled, the hearer will backtrack and will reinterpret the
information provided in the text on the basis of the “humor” maxims, switch to the NBF mode of

humor, and react accordingly (i. e., laughing, smiling, etc.). (Attardo, 2024: 443)

Non-bona-fide is defined as an utterance that does not follow Grice's principle of cooperation
(Raskin, 1985, p. 100); bonafide (Latin: “in good faith”) communication are utterances that follow

the principle of cooperation. (Attardo, 2020: 133)
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(5) ) Maxim of Quantity: Give exactly as much information as is necessary for the joke
i) Maxim of Quality: ~ Say only what is compatible with the world of the joke
i)  Maxim of Relation: Say only what is relevant to the joke

iv)  Maxim of Manner: Tell the joke efficiently (Raskin 1985: 103)

2.3 IEBAIITAICT I 2 HIBR: the Least Disruption Principle

(6)  Violations of the CP are not random; they follow certain rules. As a first approximation, the Least
Disruption Principle (LDP) has been proposed (Attardo, 1999, Eisterhold et al., 2006). The LDP’s

wording is as follows: Super-maxim: Minimize your violation of the CP;

1. limit your violation of the CP to the smallest possible conversational unit (one utterance, one

conversational turn, one speech exchange);

2. try to link the entire CP-violating unit to the rest of the interaction, for example by finding a certain

appropriateness to the CPviolating unit;
3. limit your violation of the CP to the smallest possible distance from its requirements;

4. if you must violate a maxim do so in the direction that is expected by your audience (i.e., say

what your audience wants to hear). (Attardo, 2020: 160)

Eisterhold et al (24 % LDP OI&EF

Z 1: Reactions to irony

Laughter 139
Literal 111
Zero response 53
Smile 34
Sarcasm 26
Nonverbal 17
Topic change 12

Meta 3 (Eisterhold et al, 2006: 1250)
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Our most obvious finding concerns the number and placement of ironical turns. We found that the

great majority of the ironical utterances came on the first turn of the speaker (n = 365), while only 28
ironical utterances followed another ironical utterance (second turn) and only two utterances occurred
in the third ironical turn. Since the NCP [= Non-Cooperative Principle], in the guise of the LDP. would
require speakers to resume a serious, non-ironical mode of speech as soon as possible, (maxim: limit

ironical utterances to one turn), we conclude that our data show very strong support for the NCP
(Eisterhold et al, 2006: 1250)

A and B are married. A is the wife, and B is the husband. They are returning a rented movie that was

so bad they did not finish watching it.
A: Boy, that was a good movie last night.
B: Yeah, wonderful.

A: I'll pick the next one, OK? (Eisterhold et al, 2006: 1250)
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TFBETE BT OERHENNEDO I LTV X MIEHFET 2, EEZ B0,

(1L, 1998: 123)
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(11) Third Position Repair (Schegloff 1987)
T1: utterance of the initial speaker that causes misunderstanding
T2: the next speaker's response displaying something wrong with his/her understanding of the
preceding utterance (T1)
T3: repair, often in the form, 'No, | don't mean X, | mean Y.'
12) T1 A—=7T>:Z0F ROBAERIET DL, Tk GEEOFRER)
T2 [—[FE. BENLFY, xR 5] RIS GREDZREL)
T3 A=7Y AT, Ls—TRA TIDL—, (£34
T4 [ E-o& LT ZNETOERICES] TLHDRT AN
(L3, 1998: 126)
(13) S. ¥—F &M va— bORBEZESRCTOXKS
Tl v ThboDTvy7z)LBETIELLLEYD e
ik H s AR - THY £7. e
T2 Ya-t: [E&FHIZKY Bl PREINTHLE
0BT HiNTE i, TCA DR + #7278 TU
(1yH, 1998: 127; cf. Levinson 1983: ch.7)
The “Character-Did-It” Hypothesis (Yamaguchi 1988, 1111 1998)
(14) a Ya—7ICAEEALL-OT RO THNL BHBAYIRFEOERIERTE S
b. Y FIIEEEREZHITZITNILINITAL, LAHL, BYFEEVEEKRIZERT 2HENH D
HBEIlE, BY FE. TOEEEESEADICEET 2. b LEESICO D 2 EEEZERT
DFEEHLCBRITNIEA S0, (1L 1998: 58-59)
(15) The red-eyed widow asked the attorney about gz wxits Lkt An. < horkniE

her late husband's will. ~ "I'm sorry to tell you, my SIcoLNTHEL (R, [EE BLFFIo<

W EBDTEA] eRFELEIVVEL, [T
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dear," said the lawyer, "that George left all he had to NZZE DRRNERLEE S — LIcEMELZESN

the Happy Valley Home for Indigent Gentlewoman.” L7
"But what about me?” [CeHFEESRYETD?
[N T EADEHETT

“You're all he had.”

(Playboy Farty Jokes & 1L, 1998: 157-158)

(16) AV T7LIUHARMITLTWT, H—Fv FMERIGBFI KK 272, TORHELH ZRD
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YINTA b RBEETe, AORISDARD 2T, BWIEBRN 5Tz, RITFEA TN D, EENIR
W BEMEGN L BZRL 7,

ZDEE FEEDFEY DT
[(ZoBIEEREBATY, £20EDDIEH> 2R THVVATI ALY

GEMER [FRry k- Pa—20 11 EEESBE] - (L0 1998 92)

4. UK LB I LB DEVAD7:6F VD

NeDDY a7

(17) a. T (conversational joking)
WEEDY &Y BRTHY AT
b. /N (narrative jokes)

Y E WD BEA . 2FEIEEERY O—Fi= ik

E) oS S #EEE (Labov 1972, (L0 1988: 131-145)

(18) 1. Abstract () FHEDF /(1) NEEER Y Dfzif, FHEIEDERE A, Y DIE D)

2. Orientation (RNEXTE) HEI /AT ED75 DEA
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3. Complicating Action ({TABIH) HFEDHKEL (&Y DEXK)
4. Evaluation (FH) MFEZE/CHT 3 EEKTIS
5. Result or Resolution ((&5£. 1R Z Y DFLES

6. Coda (&) ZF Y D#b Y, NFERY DFEE

NP5 & FRAR
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T1:  George left all he had to the Happy Valley

Home for Indigent Gentlewoman. EEENEL D
T2:  But what about me? (GRfE nEmEL)
T3:  You're all he had. 18
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XK [Maxim of Manner] I T 20, [E] OEX (OH) ICEMTIHDOZDICRES N
%, 512, Ya—2rDT o R MEHENS (buildup) &% B (punch) (2917 53 (Hockett
1972) h'o, FOEL L TREOKERICIEMT 21TADNHDONICE>TH, EWai|ERIT
IR RIRD, (L3 2018: 56-57)

(22) 74> avER GEY) BT EEO_DODERH

(==
815 AMA - — BEAME | ATAR: HANEE
i /,——"/ feRttR EEHH | ERNEE
v

= (B%) (13, 1998, 2005, 2011, 2018)

BEEREY a—2 (M) DRy

(22) a. MEMEREBAZHTIRRT S  HOEHP3—7 (end puns)
b. MEMKIRAMEHNT TIRRT 5 ¢ L/ a3 —7 (garden-path jokes)
c. BHLTHERIAEZ BT ! EZ2%bHY 3—7 (triggered inference jokes)
d HEFTERAIRE 75T ¢ X2 3 —7 (puzzle-solution jokes)

(lLMa 2018:57)

(23) =R RS e R A VAL 8%
a. First, let's make sure he's dead. Manner build-up L3N
b. then a shot is heard. Quantity  build-up &=

c. "OK, now what?" Quantity  punch EZED
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