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You are asked to answer TWO questions:
ONE of the questions in A, and ONE of the questions in B. 
Write 2,000–2,500 words for each answer. Pass marks are required on both answers.
A. 

1. a) Do all words have the same sort of meaning? Explain your answer with reference to (at least) the following words: book, it, ready
b) What is the linguistic underdeterminacy thesis? Explain how the following examples illustrate it:
i) It is snowing.

ii) John is tall.

iii) Mary is a shark. [said of a human corporate lawyer]

       OR:

2. Give an account of how lexical and grammatical aspect, along with tense contribute to determine the relative time of states and events. Illustrate your account with discussion of the temporal interpretation of the following diary passage from David Lodge Deaf Sentence:
1st December. Today was the day Alex had appointed for her ‘punishment’. I became increasingly nervous as the hour of 3 o’clock approached. I was alone in the house, paced restlessly from room to room and glanced at the clock in each of them.

Do you see any problem in accounting for event time in terms of tense and aspect alone?
B.

1.
a) What is phatic communication (also known as ‘phatic communion’)? Explain, with examples.

b) Briefly set out the essentials of the relevance theoretic account of phatic communication provided by Žegerac and Clark (1999).

c) Discuss the possibility of giving an alternative account of phatic communication in terms of Grice’s Cooperative Principle and Maxims, explaining which maxim or maxims would be central to the explanation.

d) Briefly provide a comparative evaluation of the accounts in (c) and (d). 

OR:
2.
a) What is metonymy? Explain, with examples.

b) Set out a Gricean account of metonymy in terms of Grice’s Cooperative Principle and Maxims, explaining which maxim or maxims would be central to the explanation.

c) Briefly set out the essentials of the relevance theoretic account of metonymy provided by Papafragou (1996).

d) Briefly provide a comparative evaluation of the accounts in (c) and (d). 

OR:

3.
a) Explain what indirect speech acts are, giving examples.

b) In the terms of Brown and Levinson’s politeness theory, explain why indirect requests might be used, also discussing alternative strategies and factors that would favour each strategy over others.

c) Make a comparative analysis of polite requests (whether direct or indirect) in two languages, giving examples. What differences do you see? (Consider the words used as well as strategies used.)

(For each example in a language other than English, provide a word by word gloss and a translation.)

d) Comment on the fit of your analysis in (c) with Brown and Levinson’s theory. Does it predict the differences you find? Have you uncovered any difficulties for their theory?

OR:

4.
a) Explain, with examples, how causes of misunderstanding may include cases of pragma-linguistic failure and socio-pragmatic failure.
b) Cutting says that “it is too easy to assume that misunderstanding is due to cultural difference. It can be down to social and situational factors, [or] individual attributes of speakers” (Cutting, 2015: 74). Do you agree? Why/why not? 
c) Norwegians are often described as being ‘direct’ in conversational interaction. Discuss this claim, giving examples to back up your analysis.
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