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t tartalmazza grice-i (1975), vala-

Az zikus impli-
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- -nek a munka, 

 
1 

 

                                                      
1 Suppose that A and B are talking about a mutual friend, C, who is now working in a 

bank. A asks B how C is getting on in his job, and B replies, Oh quite well, I think; he likes 
ison yet  
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-
Fon-

 

-
lenhet implicit tartalom? 

Heritage 
2013

bb  
helyen  

Sac

2013: 192).  

1978, Sacks 1992, Pomerantz

- Heritage 2013: 
213). Ugyanez az elv vonatkozik a 

Heritage 2013: 214).2 

ogy ha 

 
  

                                                      
2 If possible, avoid or minimize a stated disagreement, disconfirmation, or rejection 

and, if possible, include an agreement, confirmation, acceptance or other supportive ac-
Heritage 2013: 214, ). 
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(1)  A: That  where you live? Florida? 
 

B:  
 

rice-

Heritage 2013: 213).   

ni, amelyek 

hogy vannak-
 

-

Mindazo
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rehajthatja 

 

(2)  A:   
B: Este tanulnom kell. 

diskurzus-

 Nincs kedved 
-ni?, -ni?, -ni?, 
-ni?, -ni?, -ni!, -

ni?, -ni!, -hoz?, - , Nem 
v -ni?, -ni?, , Mozi?, 
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beli kontextusa, vagyis az, hogy lehet-

t nagyobb szerepe 

(Grice 1975: 56). 
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1974). 
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Heritage 2013: 214). 
sajnos 

vissza-
), majd azt mondja, 

sa

(pl. sajnos

en a struk-
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-
-

os 

 

ha azt 

hogy azt gondo
 

), 
gy, a grice-

ogy 

Nem fogok elmenni a teme-

semmi olyat ne

hogy 

csak nem azt gondolja, hogy .  

m jut el azonnal a Nem fogok elmenni a te-
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-
fent elemzett 

-

i, hogy a be-

 
 3 

                                                      
3 

(ceteris paribus) to observe, namely: Make your conversational contribution such as is requi-
red, at the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted purpose or direction of the talk exchange 
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leljen 4 Ah-

 

szab
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This is Mr. Smith may I help you
gy 

-bemutatko-

 
hogy vagy

-

                                                      
4 
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