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1. Introduction

According to Grice’s cooperation principle (1975) people try to speak cooperatively in everyday
conversations. Speakers try to do so by keeping the maxims of quantity, quality, relevance and manner
(Grice, 1975). Sometimes people can flout these maxims by speaking indirectly. When people give
indirect answers to questions, they often implicate another underlying meaning. So even if speakers
speak indirectly, they still try to keep to the maxims of Grice. Language users might answer indirectly
to be efficient, to avoid misleading or to be polite (Green & Carberry, 1999).

Yet sometimes indirect speech entails that people evade certain questions. Indirect speech
doesn’t mean that the speaker avoids the question, but it can be used as a means to do so. A lot of
research has been done about why people evade questions and how they do this. Clementson (2019)
analyzed question evasion in politics. He wanted to know how a journalist’s allegation of question
evasion affects the voter’s opinion about the politician. Rasiah (2010) has conducted a framework to
analyze evasion, specifically in parliamentary discourse. She introduces different levels question
evasion, in which cases the question is evaded purposefully.

These are all cases of deliberately avoiding the question, specifically aimed at political
discourse. However, there has been little research surrounding question evasion in every day speech
where it’s not clear if the speaker is evading the question on purpose or not. From Green & Carberry
(1999) we know that there are several reasons for indirect speech. One of them is politeness. This
relates to the notion of face (Brown & Levinson, 1987). One might want to save their own face or the
face of the other person they’re conversing with. The studies discussed above mostly focus on
politicians who try to evade a question to save face. Yet it is not known how much questions are evaded
in real life because speakers try to save face. This study will thus focus on this aspect.

It can be difficult to obtain data that contains implicatures in natural discourse. George &
Mamidi (2020) have created a dataset consisting of 1001 implicatures to train the model they use on
computing the implicated meanings of utterances. This dataset is taken from movie scripts and TOEFL
listening tests. It would also be interesting to see if this dataset could be used for further research and
if it is representative of daily conversational speech.

As discussed, indirect speech can be used for many reasons. From Green & Carberry (1999) we
know that avoiding face loss can be a reason for evading the question. This paper is aimed at finding
out how big of a role face plays in question evasion. Furthermore, the implicature dataset of George
& Mamidi (2020) will be used to find out if this dataset is useful for analyzing face and question evasion
in daily conversational speech. Therefore, the following research question is formed:

RQ: ‘What role does face play in evading questions?’

The structure of this paper is as follows. First, the theoretical sections expands on the reasons for
indirect speech, face, question evasion and the notion of Question Under Discussion. Next, the used
corpus and the method for analysis is described. This is followed by the results, consisting of a
guantitative and qualitative analysis. Finally, the results will be discussed together with the
shortcomings of the research and points for further research and the conclusion will be given.



2. Theoretical background

2.1 Why do people use indirect speech
As briefly mentioned in the introduction, there are multiple reasons for people to use indirect speech.
In this paper, the role of face in question evasion will be analyzed. Therefore, it is of importance to
know why people would use indirect speech and how big of a role face plays in this part. Green &
Carberry (1999) provide three reasons for answering indirectly, instead of giving a ‘yes/no’ response:
politeness, to avoid misleading and efficiency.

First of all, an indirect answer is considered more polite than a direct answer in certain cases.
This can be explained further with the Politeness Theory from Brown & Levinson (1987). They have
arguably been one of the biggest contributors to politeness theory. The authors introduce the notions
of positive face and negative face. Positive face is the want to be desirable by others, whereas negative
face is the want to be respected and not imposed upon. With these terms come positive politeness:
the expression of solidarity, answering to the positive face wants, and negative politeness: the
expression of restraint and answering to the negative face wants. Brown & Levinson state that there
are speech act that threaten the face, so called Face Threatening Acts (FTA). The more face threatening
a speech act is, the more speakers redress this act with politeness. Brown & Levinson have made the
following decision tree to show how FTAs are done:
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Figure 1: FTA tree Brown & Levinson (1987)

The tree shows that people can choose to do the FTA in different ways. If the act is too face threatening,
they perform the FTA. They can choose to do the FTA off record, for example by saying: ‘1 would love
some coffee right now’, whereas an on record version of this would be: ‘Could you get me a cup of
coffee?’. The latter is a case of on record with redressive action with negative politeness. By adding
the ‘could you’ they try to make it less face threatening. This is a case of negative politeness, because
they don’t want to impose too much upon the interlocutor. A case of positive politeness could be
something like: ‘You always make such good coffee, will you get me a cup?’, because they answer to
the positive face wants of the interlocuter, which is to be desired. The FTA can also be performed
without redressive action, by saying ‘get me a cup of coffee’. This way, the FTA is not covered up with
politeness at all. According to Brown & Levinson, answering indirectly is a way of avoiding face loss,
thus saving face would be a reason for answering indirectly as is explained by Green & Carberry (1999)
as well.



Another reason for speaking indirectly according to Green & Carberry (1999) is because the
indirect answer is more efficient than giving a direct answer. They illustrate this by giving the following
example:

1. A. Q:Actually you'll probably get a car won't you as soon as you get there?
B. R: [No.]
B. | can't drive.

If B would have simply given the answer ‘No’, it would be followed by more questions, like ‘why won’t
you get a car?’. By giving this indirect answer, B fully resolves the question and further questions that
could have come up.

The third reason for indirectness Green & Carberry (1999) give is to avoid misleading. Green &
Carberry (1999) show this with an example which is originally from Hirschberg (1985):

2. A.Have you gotten the letters yet?
B. | have gotten the letter from X.

In this example, B has gotten the letter from X, but not all the letters. Therefore they provide extra
information to explain this. If they would have just answered ‘yes’, they would have misled A.

Pinker, Nowak & Lee (2008) want to explain indirectness from the perspective of evolutionary
biology, which states that social interaction is not only based on cooperation, but also on conflict
(Williams, 1966). According to Pinker et al. (2008) most indirect speech takes place in environments of
conflict (such as diplomacy), which makes sense if you take into account the evolutionary biology.
Three factors are of importance in this field of indirect answers: plausible deniability, relationship
negotiation and language as a reliable medium.

Plausible deniability comes into play when a speaker wants to convey something risky and they
don’t know how the listener will react. Pinker et al. (2008) give the example of bribing a police officer.
You don’t know beforehand if the officer will be open to this. Therefore they have to try and convey
this message very carefully, so that they can still back down and claim they never meant to bribe the
officer. It has to be plausible to deny this however. This plays a large role in legal settings.

According to the Politeness Theory (Brown & Levinson, 1987) language has the purpose to
negotiate and maintain a relationship and to convey a proposition. With indirectness, language users
try to find a balance between these two. The direct message is to maintain the relationship, while the
indirect message conveys the actual proposition. As stated by Pinker et al (2008) this gives an answer
to the question why people would use indirect reasons in non-legal settings.

Another reason for answering indirectly is because language is accepted as a reliable medium
worldwide and this belief leads to making different language choices. What follows from this is that
overt propositions are perceived as certain, people always behave as if they’re playing to an audience
(Goffman, 1959) and the concept of common knowledge. It is thus not needed to answer directly,
which corresponds to efficiency as a reason for speaking indirectly (Green & Carberry, 1999).

Lastly, a reason for answering indirectly can be that there is uncertainty about the answer that
should be given when there is a gradable adjective involved. This is shown by de Marneffe, Grimm &
Potts (2009) who have analyzed questions that are not answered with yes or no (but could have been)
to analyze the different kinds of indirect answers. To do so, they used the Switchboard Dialog Act
Corpus and analyzed 623 yes/no questions. They concluded that there are two types of indirect
responses: Fully-resolved and partially-resolved. Fully-resolved answers mean that all the needed
information is conveyed to answer the question, as can be seen in the following example, given by de
Marneffe et al. (2009):

3. A. Do you have kids?
B. | have three



The partially-resolved answers occur when the content of the response does not fully answer the
qguestion. This is mostly the case with gradable adjectives as de Marneffe et al. (2009) show in the
following example:

4. A: Are they [your kids] little?
B: | have a seven-year-old and a ten-year-old.
A: Yeah, they’re pretty young.

Here it is not exactly clear when kids are ‘little’, therefore B gives an indirect answer so A can judge if
the kids are little or not.

Concluding, there are many reasons for indirectness that go beyond just saving face. However,
it is not clear in how many of the cases saving face is the reason.

2.2 How to model indirectness

2.2.1 Question evasion
As touched upon in the introduction, indirectness can be a means of evading a question. To analyze
why a question is evaded, it is necessary to know when a question is evaded and how this can be done.

Dillon (1990) describes question evasion as a “routine strategy for responding to a question
without answering it”. As de Marneffe et al. (2009) have explained, there are certain degrees of
guestion evasion. There are fully-resolving responses and partially-resolving responses. This is in
agreement with Rasiah (2009) who conducted a framework for analyzing question evasion. She
distinguished different levels of evasion. Full evasion is when a question is not answered and not even
acknowledged. Substantial evasion happens when the respondent evades the question by changing
the topic completely. Next is a medium level evasion, which is a response that stays within the topic,
but doesn’t answer the question at all. Lastly, there is a subtle evasion where the speaker changes the
terms of the question slightly, so that it seems that the question is answered, while it is actually evaded.

Wilson (1990) explains that question evasion can be difficult to analyze as it is hard to decide
what is and what isn’t an answer to the question. Based on his approach one can only speak of question
evasion when, for example with a yes/no question, the response does not lie on the yes/no continuum.
Wh-questions (what, where, when) need to be delimited by the set of options determined by the
propositional organization, so if it is a ‘where-question’ it needs to be answered with a place, otherwise
the question can be seen as evaded.

Obeng (1997) explains that question evasion can be done in multiple ways, such as
circumlocution, tricky deception, refusal to talk, changing the topic, flouting the maxim of relevance
and not providing answers on the yes/no continuum. This last way is most important for this paper as
the implicature dataset mostly consists of explicit yes/no-questions.

If we look at the different theories of question evasion, we can conclude that in this dataset
(which consists mostly of yes/no-questions) the question can be seen as evaded if the answer (and the
associated implicature) doesn’t contain an answer on the yes/no-continuum. This evasion has different
degrees such as full, substantial, medium or subtle evasion.

2.2.2 Question Under Discussion
To know if a question is evaded, it is important to understand what question is actually under
discussion. The concept of Question Under Discussion (QUD) is introduced by Roberts (2012). He
explains that when a question is accepted by the interlocutors it commits them to a goal, which is
finding the answer to the question. This accepted question becomes the immediate topic of discussion,
the Question Under Discussion.

This also gives insight in the relevance of a certain answer. Roberts (2012) explains that a move
is relevant to the QUD if it either introduces a partial answer to the QUD or is a part of the strategy to
answer the QUD. If we take this theory into account when we look at question evasion, it means that
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a question is not necessarily evaded if the QUD is not answered, but you have to look at if the answer
is relevant.

Roberts also explains that QUDs can remain implicit. Thus, if the speaker accepts this implicit
question, they will have to commit to finding the answer to that implicit QUD as well. This means that
the explicit question is not always the one under discussion. As explained in section 2.1 there are
multiple reasons for speaking indirectly. The implicit QUD might therefore be covered up by another
question for efficiency, to avoid misleading or because of politeness. In terms of Pinker et al. the
explicit QUD could provide the relation-maintaining aspect of the conversation, while the implicit QUD
could convey the actual proposition.

Benz & Jasinskaja (2017) explain what QUD theory contributes to implicatures. They explain
how the QUD can show what information is relevant to the question. The authors illustrate this with
the following example from Grice (1989, p. 32):

5. Astands in front of his obviously immobilized car.
A: 1l am out of petrol.
B: There is a garage round the corner.

A’s utterance here activates an implicit QUD: ‘Where can | get petrol for my car?’. B’s response is an
answer to the implicit QUD. Benz & Jasinskaja (2017) explain that no exhaustive answer is necessary,
so B doesn’t implicate that there are other garages available but just tells about the one that is
relevant. According to Benz & Jasinskaja (2017) the QUD thus shows what kind of information is
contextually useful. The examples also illustrates that the answer can activate the implicit QUD.



3. Method

3.1 corpus

George & Mamidi (2020) have proposed an implicature dataset, consisting of 1001 implicatures. Each
entry contains a context utterance, a response utterance and an implicature. The data is gathered from
English listening test (TOEFL), movie dialogues from IMSDb and websites explaining idioms, similes and
hyperboles between 19 augustus 2019 and 19 augustus 2020.

For this paper 100 entries are analysed. These have been chosen at random by selecting every
tenth entry. If the tenth entry did not contain a question in the context utterance, the next entry
containing a question has been selected. It is not clear what entries are from what source, as this
information has not been provided within the dataset. For this paper a distinction has been made by
looking up the selected entries in the IMSDb. If they couldn’t be found there, the entry is selected as
part of the TOEFL extracts or idioms from websites. The two latter categories have been analyzed as

one, because there is no clear way to distinguish these.
Table 1: number of entries from each source

TOEFL tests and internet dialogue 61

Movie scripts 39

Total 100
3.2 Analysis

To conduct a systematic analysis every example has to be analyzed on the same things. Therefore, six
guestions have been formulated to answer for each entry, based on the literature discussed in chapter
2. The person who asks the question (the context utterance) is called A and the person who answers
the question is called B. In this section will be explained how these questions were answered to analyze
the implicature dataset. Question 1 to 4 have to do with if the question is evaded or not and question
5 and 6 address if face is involved. By answering all these question it will become clear if the question
is evaded and if this happened because of face.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

This question is based on the assumption that an explicit question is not always the one under
discussion. It could be that there is an implicit QUD that is addressed instead of an explicit one. This
would mean that the question is not actually evaded. As explained in section 2.2.2 the answer can
expose the implicit QUD, which can be used here to see if there is an underlying QUD.

2. Does B answer the implicit QUD, if present?

3. Does B answer the explicit question?

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

Question 2 and 3 are meant to give an answer to question 4. To analyze if B answers the implicit and
explicit questions, the framework of Rasiah (2010) will be taken into account. It can be a case of full
evasion if B doesn’t respond at all, substantial evasion if B changes the topic completely, medium
evasion if B doesn’t answer the question but stays within the topic or subtle evasion when the speaker
changes the terms of the question, so that the question seems to be answered, but actually isn’t. In
accordance with Wilson’s definition of question evasion, the answer will be analyzed as a form of
evasion (which can be substantial, medium or subtle) if the answer does not lie on the yes/no-
continuum.

5. Is the question face threatening (for A or B)?

6. Is the answer face threatening (for A or B)?

If the (implicit or explicit) question is face threatening, this can be a reason for B to answer indirectly
or even to evade the question. If the answer is face threatening, B can try to cover this up by redressing
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the question (Brown & Levinson, 1987) or by evading it altogether. To analyze this, we have to decide
if the question or answer could be a threat to the positive face of A or B, which means that they would
not be respected or that their relationship would be threatened. It also has to be decided if it could be
a threat to the negative face of A or B, which would mean that the speaker is imposed upon. Besides
this, there are also indicators in the language to see if the speaker performs an FTA with redressive
action, such as ‘please’ or ‘sorry’ etc.

Example 6 is used to show how this analysis would be done on an excerpt from the corpus.
This example is not analyzed in this corpus, but it is part of the implicature dataset.

6. How do you feel about a mustard-ketchup-salsa wrap for lunch?, Are you kidding me?, | dont
like to have that.

1. In this case there would be no underlying QUD. B responds to the explicit question and their answer
doesn’t expose an implicit QUD.

2. There is no implicit QUD.

3. Yes, they do so via implicature. The answer implicates that they think it would not be nice to have
that for lunch. This is an indirect answer to the question.

4. In this example, the question is not evaded as it is answered via the implicature.

5. In this case the question is not face threatening. A makes a suggestion, but doesn’t make a request
or an offer. They don’t impose upon the speaker, which would be a threat to the negative face, neither
do they fail to show solidarity or respect to B, which would be a threat to the positive face.

6. The answer is face threatening as B threatens the positive face of A by ridiculing the suggestion A
made. This is a threat to the positive face, because they minimize the feeling of solidarity and respect.

After analyzing the excerpts, they are categorized in ‘question evasion because of face loss’, ‘answered
indirectly because of face loss, but not evaded’ and ‘not answered indirectly because of face loss’. The
examples of this are counted and compared to each other in a quantitative analysis. To see if the
dataset can be representative for daily conversations the results from the TOEFL tests and the movie
scripts are compared to each other. Next, a qualitative analysis is given to show how question evasion
happens and how face plays a role in this. The qualitative analysis also serves as a way of critiquing the
dataset by showing examples of doubtful cases.



4. Results

4.1 quantitative analysis

Table 2 shows in how many cases a question has been evaded because of face. It also shows when a
question is answered indirectly because of face, but not evaded and how many questions were
answered indirectly for different reasons than face loss.

Table 2: results face loss TOEFL and ISMDb

TOEFL IMSDb \

Absolute figures % Absolute figures %
Question evasion 5 8,2% 7 17,95%
because of face loss
Answered indirectly 5 8,2% 5 12,82%
because of face loss,
but no question
evasion
Not answered 51 83,61% 27 69,23%
indirectly because of
face loss
Total 61 100% 39 100%

As table 2 shows, face plays a larger role in the IMSDb excerpts (30,77% in total), than in the TOEFL
excerpts (16,4% in total). Face loss also plays a larger role in evading the question in the movie scripts
(17,95%) than in the TOEFL tasks (8,2%). For both excerpts is true that other reasons than face played
a larger role in answering indirectly (83,61% for TOEFL and 69,23% for IMSDb).

4.2 qualitative analysis

As mentioned above, face mostly played a role in question evasion in the IMSDb excerpts. Example 7
shows how a question can be evaded because of face loss.

7. And very handsome, too, don't you think?, I'll see you around the campus., No.

A asks if they are handsome and B evades the question by changing the topic, which is substantial
evasion (Rasiah, 2010). The question is face threatening for the negative face of B as they are inclined
to give an answer, which could potentially hurt As feeling. By asking this question A forces B to either
say that they’re handsome (which could be a lie) or to threaten the positive face of B, as being rejected
is a threat to the positive face. The reason for evading the question on Bs part is because the actual
answer (the implicature) is very face threatening for A, as being rejected is a threat to the positive face
(Brown & Levinson, 1987).

In the TOEFL excerpts there are also cases of evading the question because of face loss as can
be seen in example 8.

8. Are you just about done with the copying machine?, | just have to make sure that the copies
are clear., Yes. | will be finished with it soon.

In this example the question in itself is face threatening as well. The implicit QUD in this case is ‘why
are you taking so long?’ with which B also implicates that they want to use the copy machine soon.
This implicit QUD is exposed by the answer that B gives, as explained by Roberts (2012). B addresses
the implicit QUD by explaining why they’re taking a longer time, but they don’t address the information



that A wants to use the copying machine soon. The implicature given in the original dataset does
suggest that B answers the explicit question, but this is not really clear from the example. This might
be because the implicit QUD is not taken into account. The explicit question is evaded with subtle
evasion, because the terms of the question are changed so that B can evade the question without it
being obvious (Rasiah, 2010).

As addressed above, there are also cases in which the question is not evaded, but face does
play a role in answering indirectly. Example 9 shows an entry from the IMSDb where this is the case:

9. Wanna go to Gray's orchard and pick some peaches?, I'm going home., No.

The question is not evaded, because it is answered with the implicature. By saying they are going home,
they implicate that they’re not going to Gray’s orchard. They do however answer the question
indirectly. This is because bluntly replying ‘no’ is face threatening for the positive face of A, as B is not
showing solidarity with A. Therefore, B replies by giving a reason for not going with A, which implies
that they won’t come.

In example 9 an entry from TOEFL can be seen where the question is also answered indirectly
because of face threatening.

10. Do you think that we could use your pickup truck to take the telescope again this weekend?,
To be honest | have a lot of dents in my truck after the last field trip., | don’t want to use my
truck for the field trip.

In this case the question is face threatening, because it is a request, which is an inherently face
threatening speech act (Brown & Levinson, 1987). The answer is also face threatening, because B has
to refuse the request of A, which is a threat to the positive face of A. They don’t want to explicitly say
no, so they cover it up by indirectly giving a reason for not allowing them to use their truck. You can
see that B redresses his answer by adding ‘to be honest’. This is another example where face plays a
role in answering indirectly, but is not a reason to evade the question.

There is also some difference in the use of indirect answers. It is clear that the movie scripts
use indirectness and face for humor, as you can see in examples 11 and 12.

11. Getting into trouble a little early today, aren't we Aladdin?, Trouble? You're only in trouble if
you get caught., No. we are not getting into trouble.

12. Don't you think there's more to our future than jelly?, Well, I'm also considering a line of
jams..., Yes.

In the TOEFL entries, the indirect data mostly consists of idioms and sayings, as examples 13 and 14
show:

13. So, how much was your flight ticket?, More than | could afford . | had to dig into my savings.,
It was expensive.

14. Do you think that Bill is going to offer you a promotion this month?, | won't count my chickens
until they have hatched., It is too early to decide.

This can be explained by the difference in goals of the sources. Movies, and their scripts, are meant for
entertainment. Especially the animated movies, which this dataset consists of, uses a lot of humor in
their movies. This is seen in the movie dataset and this could explain why there are also more cases of
guestion evasion than in the TOEFL excerpts. The proficiency test is not meant to entertain, but to
explain. They want to use idioms and sayings in a way that you can understand what it means. They
don’t use necessarily want to use humor, only if this would add to the learning aspect.
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4.3 Further observations in relation to the dataset

The dataset has not only been analyzed on representativity but also on how useful it is for further
research as an implicature dataset. The authors tried to have an as accurate as possible analysis by
‘computing the cosine similarity of annotations by different annotators for the same response
utterance’ (George & Mamidi, 2020). However there are a few problems that have been encountered
during this research.

First of all, with some examples it wasn’t clear why they had been analyzed as an implicature,
for example in (15):

15. But that's going a bit too far, don't you think?, Indubitably., Yes.

This is basically an intensified yes, so this a direct answer instead of an implicature, according to the
definition of Wilson (1990). In other cases, the implicature itself was debatable, as in example 16.

16. You guys used to date regularly? Nice., Hardly, No.

In this case it is suggested that ‘Hardly’ would mean no. If you take into account the context, it is
actually a yes, which is downplayed by saying ‘hardly’. B probably wants to avoid face loss, so they
avoid saying yes. They don’t want to lie however (by saying no), therefore they use something on the
yes/no- continuum, which means they probably dated a little, but not for a long time. If they didn’t
date at all, B would have just said ‘no’.

This brings us to the second problem, which is the lack of context. The dataset is intended as a
corpus for analysis, so you should be able to do this without context, but this is rather difficult in certain
cases.

17. Beautiful isn't it?, They're disgusting., No.

Example 17 shows that the lack of context can be difficult to deal with. B could be giving a very face
threatening answer, but that really depends on who’s present at the conversation. We don’t know
what they’re talking about that is beautiful or disgusting. If it is something that A has made, it would
be face threatening for A that B criticizes it this way, but we don’t know that. Besides, some things can
be both beautiful and disgusting. If a piece of cake is beautifully decorated, but tastes very bad,
someone could mean: ‘Yes, they’re beautiful, but also disgusting’. This all depends on what they’re
talking about, so the lack of context here can make it difficult to analyze the entry.

Third, the authors have not made it clear where each example comes from. Fortunately, the
IMSDb database is easily found online, so it could be checked if the entries came from the IMSDb or
not. This did however take up some extra time, which could have been easily avoided if the authors
had published where each entry came from.
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5. Discussion

This research showed how face plays a role in evading the question and answering indirectly. It turned
out that face can play a role in evading questions. It plays a role in answering the question indirectly
as well, without avoiding the question. However, most of the cases were answered indirectly because
of different reasons than face.

Face played a larger role in the IMSDb excerpts than in the TOEFL excerpts. In the movie
database questions were evaded because of face in 17,95% of the cases against 8,2% of the TOEFL
entries. Face also played a role in answering indirectly, while the question was not evaded. This was
the case in 12,82% of the IMSDb entries and 8,2% of the TOEFL entries. This difference can be explained
by the nature of implicatures in film, as analyzed by Desilia (2012). She explains that a major difference
in film communication compared to everyday conversation is double-layeredness. There are two layers
of communication: one is horizontal, among the film characters, while the other one is vertical,
between the filmmaker and the audience. This vertical layer is aimed at amusing the audience with
the dialogue. She found that implicatures in the dataset she studied had two functions: comedic and
narrative. Thus, the implicatures used in film communication are used for comedic reasons, which was
also visible in the qualitative analysis. This explains why there are more cases of face in the IMSDb
excerpts, as they are used for comedy.

Following these observations, the IMSDb excerpts are not very representative of real life
language data. The TOEFL might be more representative of natural language as these don’t have
‘entertainment’ as a goal. Besides, the writers of the TOEFL excerpts actually tried to recreate natural
conversations. However, the main goal of these excerpts is teaching, which means their focus is still
different from real life conversations. Because of this goal, the TOEFL consisted of a lot of idioms and
sayings to teach the meaning of these. Furthermore, the excerpts consisted of situations in which
people use indirect speech to let English learners become familiar with these kinds of conversations in
the English language. Although the TOEFL fragments are more representative of daily conversations
than those from the ISMDb, it is still not the best way to represent natural speech as the excerpts are
thought up by people and don’t occur naturally.

Besides the representativity of the dataset, there were some other problems that came up
during the analysis. Some examples were analyzed as being evaded, while they were actually an
intensified yes or no. Wilson (1990) actually explained that a ‘yes/no-question’ is evaded when the
given response is not on the yes/no-continuum, so these examples should not be analyzed as evaded.
In other examples the suggested implicature was questionable as well. Another issue was that the lack
of context made it difficult to analyze the example. It might be useful if more context sentences were
given to have a better idea of the situation. One context sentence is rather limited to give an in-depth
analysis. Lastly, it would have been useful if the authors provided the source of each entry in the
dataset.

There are some limitations attached to this research. First of all, it was difficult to come up
with a systematic analysis. By answering the same questions for each entry the analysis was supposed
to be done in a consistent way. The answers of the questions were based on theories about question
evasion and face loss. Yet, it can be difficult to apply these theories correctly as interpretation plays a
role in the analysis. This could be partly solved by having more researchers analyze the same entries,
so that it would be less subjective.

Something else that would have been a valuable addition in this paper is a comparison with a
database from actual real life conversations. It would also be interesting to compare random entries
from IMSDb and TOEFL to prove empirically that the IMSDb uses more awkward situations that play
into the face aspect of conversation. This way more concrete and viable claims could be made about
the representativity of the dataset of George & Mamidi (2020). Unfortunately, this was not possible
within the extend of this research.
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6. Conclusion
This paper was centered around the following research question:

RQ: ‘What role does face play in evading questions?’

Until now, most research surrounding question evasion had been about politicians deliberately
avoiding questions. This study was aimed at finding out how question evasion and face play a role in
daily conversations. Besides, the implicature dataset of George & Mamidi (2020) was used as data for
this study to uncover if it is suitable for research about implicatures.

To analyze the research question 100 implicatures and their context were taken to analyze the
QUD, face and to see if the question was evaded. It turned out that face played some role in evading
questions, but that it wasn’t the main reason. Besides, the question was often not evaded, but
answered via implicature. In some cases, the explicit question was not actually under discussion and
the implicit QUD was answered.

Furthermore, face played a larger role in the implicatures from the movie database than in the
excerpts from the TOEFL listening tests. The qualitative analysis showed that face was used in the
movies as a tool for humor, whereas the TOEFL listening tests used implicatures to teach language
learners how idioms and indirect speech work.

There were some difficulties surrounding the implicature dataset. For some examples it was
not clear why they were analyzed as being an indirect answers. For others the implicature extracted
from the context was debatable. Another issue that came up is the lack of context. This could
sometimes make it difficult to analyze the implicatures.

As we have seen, the implicature dataset is not entirely representative of everyday speech. For
further research, it could be interesting to analyze question evasion in relation to face with
implicatures from daily conversations. Besides, the literatures suggests that there are many reasons
for answering indirectly, besides politeness, such as efficiency and to avoid misleading (Green &
Carberry, 1999). It could be of importance to analyze these factors as well.
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8. Appendix

8.1 TOEFL analysis

Black = no question evasion, no face loss
Blue = face plays a role, but the question is not evaded
Purple = question evasion because of face loss

17. This toothache is killing me. What is the name of your dentist?, | told you last week to book an
appointment., You should have seen the dentist by now.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

There is no implicit QUD. The explicit question does however have an implicature, which is: | want to
go to your dentist. The QUD is: what is the name of your dentist?, which is the same as the explicit
question.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

He does not.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

B does not answer the explicit question as this is the same as the implicit QUD.

4. What kind of evasion is this?

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

The explicit question is not really face threatening. It is not really a request as the speaker doesn’t
expect B to do something for them, they just have to answer. It also doesn’t threaten the
relationship of A en B (positive face) or the respect for B (negative face). The question is thus
probably not avoided because of politeness.

6. Is the answer face threatening?

The answer is face threatening. A’s negative face is threatened, because B criticizes the behavior of
A, this is not good for the respect of A and therefore their face is threatened.

Conclusion: The question is evaded at a medium level, but it is not evaded because of face
threatening acts.

20. Do you think you can lend me that novel when you are finished with it? | was trying to get a
copy but apparantly it was sold off in all the book stores.,But it is not mine. It belongs to Alice. But
| will see what she says.,| shall ask Alice if you can borrow the novel.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No, it is the same as the explicit question.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they answer in an indirect way, but the question is answered.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they answer in an indirect way, but the question is answered.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is an FTA. Therefore the speaker redresses is by saying ‘do you think’ etc. It imposes
on the speaker, therefore it is negative face.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| don’t think so, the speaker does answer indirectly, but | don’t think it is because they don’t want to
threaten the face of A, but more because they themselves are doubting if B can borrow it.
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30. So, How was the drama club's production last night? Did | miss anything good?,Hardly. | was
looking at my watch all the time.,No. The drama was not good.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

The question is not evaded. It is a yes/no question and although it is not answered with ‘no’, it is
answered with ‘hardly’, which is on the ‘yes/no-continuum’. There’s also the implicature, which
answers the question.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, only for the producers of the show.

40. Have you ever dealt with anything like this?,Have you met my father?,Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with the implicature.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

It is not evaded, because the answer implies that he has dealt with it.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, it is an indirect answer, but not because of face threatening acts.

50. Are you a shiftless dreamer?, Not anymore., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes,

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is an indirect answer, but it is on the ‘yes/no-continuum’
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

60. Do you believe everything you hear?","Oh, I'm not one to judge.",Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not a QUD, but an implicit message, something like: you are naive, but this example can be difficult
to analyze without context.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

They don’t really acknowledge the implicit message.
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3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, in an indirect way, according to the implicature the question is answered.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is indirectly answered.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes. It is threatening to the positive face of B, because they want to be respected and this is a
negative remark about their character.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, but I think the respondent answers with a saying to protect his own face. He kind of gives a
reason for believing much. Giving a reason can be a Face saving act.

70. Did he finish the painting?, Does the sun rise in the west?, No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

It is not evaded, but answered with a saying. It could be seen as in intensified no.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No, but it could have been if the speaker asked if the hearer finished the painting.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

80. Did you invite john?, He's such a wet blanket., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, but maybe for A, so B doesn’t answer in a polite way.

90. Have you ever been to Corto Maltese?, Not since the shooting started., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

It is not evaded, because they answer the question indirectly.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?
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No.

100. Is the bangle clean now?, It is as shiny as a new pin., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

The explicit question is quite the same, but it could be said that the speaker asks ‘Did you clean the
bangle already?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

| don’t think so, because it is just a question. It could also be seen as more of an accusation, but |
don’t think this is the case, especially because the speaker does not redress their question with
hedging or anything like that.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No. It is an intensified yes.

110. Can | trust George?, He is as clean as a whistle., yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is indirectly answered via an idiom.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It could be for George, but he is probably not present in the conversation.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

120. Did anyone respond angrily because of the lack of bonuses this year?, Well, that news went
over like a lead balloon., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is indirectly answered with a saying.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It can be, if A would be the person who decided there wouldn’t be bonuses this year. Then they
wouldn’t want to hear this answer.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| don’t agree with the implicature, | think that would be yes. It could be said that the saying is an
intensified no, or that the speaker wants to make it more light-hearted by giving the bad news via an
indirect idiom.
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170. Did you go to the movies last night?, | had to study last night., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No, because they answer the explicit question via implicature.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

190. Let me help you with those packages?, Thanks, but it is only three quarters to the block., It is
not too far for me to carry the packages. You dont have to help me with those packages.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No, but it is an indirect speech act. It’s not just a question, but an offer.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Itis not.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| don’t think so,, but the speaker does give reasons as to why they wouldn’t need help, maybe
because they think it is impolite to turn down help. Is turning down help impolite? A refusal can be
seen as face threatening, therefore the speaker answers indirectly?

200. Does professor Ford always come to class?, She is ice cold., yes. Professor Ford always come
to class.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Seeing the answer, maybe it could be implied that the speaker hopes that Professor Ford doesn’t
always come to class, because they don’t like her. But this is not really a QUD.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via implicature

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Not really, because the speaker acknowledges that they don’t like the professor. If she wouldn’t
come to class they would probably say something like: Fortunately not! She is ice cold. According to
the maxim of quantity, they say just enough to make clear that she does always come to class.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, only for Professor Ford, but this wouldn’t be a reason for B to answer indirectly as she’s not
present.
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212. Are you still waiting for Bob?, | don’t know why | bother. The store wll be closed by the time
we get there., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, | think the implicit QUD would be: ‘why are you still waiting for Bob?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they explain that they understand that it is quite useless.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes indirectly via implicature.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes. Therefore B answers agreeing with A, that they shouldn’t be waiting anymore, they give a
reason.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

220. Can you believe that | just had to pay 30 Bucks to get a haircut in Sunny hair?, You should
rather try crazy cuts. It is only 15. But it will take a while to get an appointment., It is a higher rate.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, they don’t want to actually ask if they believe it, but they want to express there frustration. The
underlying QUD could be: ‘Don’t you think 30 bucks is a very high rate for a haircut?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they answer it by suggesting another hairdresser. They wouldn’t do so if they didn’t believe the
haircut is expensive (maxim of relevance)

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

No, they don’t really answer if they believe that they did. They would then have replied with
something like: oh wow that is a lot.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, because they do answer the implicit question.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

230. Did you hear that Mary turned out that job?, The hours were convenient. But it was not
enough to make the ends meet., Yes. Mary refused the job because of low salary.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

It feels like a kind of gossipy context. Maybe the underlying QUD could be: ‘why would Mary turn
down that job?

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes they explain why Mary turned down the job.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they know why she turned it down, it can be presupposed that they did hear
about it.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No, but the implicit question could be for Mary, but she’s not present in the conversation.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.
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240. Is this where | get travelling papers?, It would be if we let you travel which we don’t so it
isn’t., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, it could be seen as a request, which is a bit face threatening, which would be why the
speaker covers it up this way, but it could also be the case that the speaker genuinely doesn’t know if
that is the place to get traveling papers.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, | also don’t know if | would classify this as implicit, as the speaker quite literally gives an answer:
‘soitisn’t’.

410. How was the meeting with the client today?, We really knocked it out of the park., It went
well.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via an expression.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, the answer is that the meeting went really well via an idiom.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

600. Are you looking for an expensive laptop?, I’'m looking for a reliable one that won’t break the
bank., No,

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes via an idiom that means: ‘not too expensive’
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

610. Will they fire him?, His days are numbered., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.
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2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via an idiom.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, only for the person who's getting fired, but | don’t think he’s present.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No, because he’s not present.

621. Do you think that we could use your pickup truck to take the telescope again this weekend?,
To be honest | have a lot of dents in my truck after the last field trip., | don’t want to use my truck
for the field trip.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not really, the underlying speech act is a request, but this is not really a QUD.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they answer if they can borrow it by giving a reason as to why they can’t.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, but they do say it indirectly.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is a request. That is a threat to the negative face of the speaker.

6. is the answer face threatening?

A little bit, it is face threatening to say no, therefore the speaker says it in an indirect way.

630. So, how much was your flight ticket?, More than | could afford . | had to dig into my savings.,
It was expensive.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Not really, because they don’t actually say how much it cost.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

Yes, by giving less information than was asked. This is subtle evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It doesn’t really seem so, but it could be face threatening if B doesn’t want to tell about their
spending. It could be threatening for the negative face as it imposes on the personal space of B.
6. is the answer face threatening?

| think the speaker is trying to save his negative face, because he doesn’t want to give the exact
amount away, just that it is expensive.

640. That is a nice jacket. Did you buy it recently?, | bought it long back. | was just waiting for the
weather to cool down., No. It has been warm to wear this jacket.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?
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Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No

651. Could you do me a favour? | really need to get this notebook to Cathy. | know she is in your
chemistry class this afternoon., No Problem . Consider it done., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

The implicit question is: can you give this notebook to Cathy?

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they imply that they will give it to her.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is a request, therefore the speaker redresses it with ‘could you’ etc.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

660. Do you like this show?, Just kill me now!, This is so boring.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, indirectly via an idiom.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No

6. is the answer face threatening?

Not really, it could be seen as an impolite answer, but that would mostly be for the person who made
the show and that’s probably not A.

670. Am | going too fast?, You're walking slower than a snail., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes by making a comparison.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes it is for A. They are threatening the positive face of A, but they don’t try to cover this up.
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680. How's your chemistry class?, It's all right, | guess, but it's not the best class I've ever had., It
was alright.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Not really, B is trying to be polite | think by not saying very harshly that they don’t like the class, but it
also doesn’t seem that they really dislike this and are covering it up with indirect answers.

693. Do you think we need to pursue an aggressive approach in order to remain competitive in the
global market ?, | don't believe we should get involved in the cut-throat competition as they do.,
No.We dont want to pursue an aggressive approach.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes. A bit indirect, but it’s still clear that they answer the question.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No

700. Will you start processing soon?, We shall proceed with your order in no time., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes probably ‘why haven’t you processed my order yet?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Not really, they only answer that they will do it soon, but they don’t acknowledge the irritation of the
customer.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Not the explicit question, but the implicit question is evaded. They are giving kind of a non-answer.
This is a case of medium evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is an accusation. This is threatening for the positive face as they want to be respected
which isn’t happening now.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, they try to be polite and keep the customer satisfied.

710. Are you sad about losing your job?, It turned out to be a blessing in disguise., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No
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2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via an idiom.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

720. Should I go to their house?, It is a den of iniquity., No. It is not a pleasant house.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes with an idiom.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It might be for the person who owns the house, but they’re not present, so no.

730. Is he a good friend?, He's a pain in the neck., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
Not really, mostly for the friend.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Only for the friend.

740. Should I clean this up?, Don't expect me to act as your maid., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

It could be that they are at the same time asking: ‘are you going to clean this up or should i?’
2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, | think they mostly answer the implicit QUD.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they won’t do it, they imply that A has to clean it up.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, but the QUD could be seen as a request, which would be face threatening.
6. is the answer face threatening?
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I think it is a bit. It is more harsh than to just say ‘yes’. If they wanted to safe the face of the speaker
they would have said ‘yes’.

750. Is she healthy?, She is all skin and bones., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with a saying.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It is for the person they are discussing but | assume they’re not present.

760. Does it bother you that the machine stops working like that?, I'm used to it., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

770. Are you tired?, I've been burning the candle at both ends all week., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via a saying

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It could be a threat to the positive face of B, as they have to admit they’re tired, but that would be
assuming that saying you're tired is a threat to the respect you have for someone. Given the answer
of B, | don’t think they see it as a threat.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It could be a trheat to the positive face of B, but B doesn’t try to hide that they’re tired.

784. Do you think that Bill is going to offer you a promotion this month?, | won't count my chickens
until they have hatched., It is too early to decide.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
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3. Do they answer the explicit question?

| think they answer it indirectly by saying that they don’t know yet, but this could also be modesty,
because they wouldn’t want to admit that they think they’ll get the job.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Partially, it is quite a politically correct answer. It would be a case of medium evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, but I think they answer this way deliberately, because they want to stay modest. It is therefore a
face saving act.

791. How was lunch?, | ate like a horse., The lunch was good.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

800. Do you want to see a movie?, I'm game., | am excited about it.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via idiom.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It could be a request, which would be face threatening, but it’s more of an invitation which is not
face threatening, so no.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

810. Hey, do you remember that time you were giving a speech and you dropped your laptop
computer?, Oh please, let's not rub salt in old wounds!, Please dont remind me unpleasant things.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No, but I think there is an underlying message, it is more of a rhetorical question which is actually a
different speech act than an informative question.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

They do kind of imply that they do remember it, but that they don’t want to.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

A little bit, but it’s not really a question.
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5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because they kind of want to embarrass B, which is threatening to the positive face of B.
6. is the answer face threatening?

Not really, they are trying to save face by not talking about the event.

820. How did they like the spaghetti | made?, They ate it up., They liked it.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes. They use an idiom to show that they really liked the food.
4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

830. Did you get a mail about this party?, Word of mouth., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they knew about the party via a different way than mail.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

840. Did you get the job?, I'll get it if | get it., | am still not sure.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying this they imply that they don’t know yet.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

850. Is it far away from here?, | walked a million miles to get there., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
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3. Do they answer the explicit question?
Yes, via an idiom.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

860. How was the quiz?, That was the easiest quiz in the world., The quiz was easy.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by a hyperbole.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No. I don’t know if | would even classify this as an implicature as they are literally telling how the quiz
was, which was the exact question. I’'m not sure how this would be an indirect answer.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

870. Does she walk fast?, She walks as slow as a turtle., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with a metaphor.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

880. Does he talk a lot?, He talks a mile a minute., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with an expression.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No
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892. Do you want some extra pepper in the lasagne?, Why do you want to ruin it?, No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because B answers in a very negative way, this can be threatening to the negative face of the
speaker as this is not good for their relationship.

900. Are you just about done with the copying machine?, | just have to make sure that the copies
are clear., Yes. | will be finished with it soon.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

It seems as if the person is saying that they should hurry up. It is implied that they want to use the
copying machine next.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

They acknowledge the implicit message by giving a reason for why it takes a longer time. So yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Not really, according to the implicature they would say that they’re finished soon, but I'm not sure
how this would be clear from the answer, | think they are mostly replying to the implicit message of
A.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Not really, because they’re responding to the implicit message, but it is an indirect response.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because they are imposing on B, which is a threat to the negative face.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think B is trying to save face. He wants to gain more respect, which is part of his positive face,
therefore he gives a reason for why it might take longer.

911. Do you know anyone who is driving to the conference at Boston next week?, Pete is. And |
think he has room for one more person., Try to get a ride with Pete.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they answer by saying that Pete is driving to Boston.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, it could be seen as a request, but | don’t think it is as B is not driving to Boston
themselves.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

923. Excuse me. Do you have the time?, Actually | am not positive. But | think it is past noon., It is
approximately 12'0 clock.
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1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they indirectly say that they don’t have the exact time, but they make an educated guess.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is a request. This is a threat to the negative face of B.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

930. How was Johnson's presentation?, The topic he has chosen last time was much more
interesting., The presentation was not very interesting.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they do so by implying that it was boring.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It might be for Johnson, but they’re not present so, it is not face threatening for the participants of
the conversation.

941. We have got an hour before the next class. Would you like to get something to eat here?, |
can join you for a quick sandwich . But | need to run some errand afterwards., | can stay only for a
short while.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by explaining that they can stay for a while, they are also implying that they do like to eat
something there.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

A little bit, because they don’t fully accept the invitation. But they don’t want to say no, so | don’t
think it is super face threatening.

951. Do you sell calculators?, We are all sold out. We wont probably have any more in for a few
weeks., Yes. But we dont have any calculators to sell now.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No. The underlying message is that they want to buy a calculator, but that is not an underlying QUD.
2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
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Yes

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they don’t have them now, they also imply that they normally do sell them.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because they have to tell A no. They try to minimize the face loss by explaining why they don’t
have them and when they will come again.

960. Are you going to keep your part time job the next semest at the biology laboratory?, One
semester as lab assistant is enough., No. | am tired of the lab assistant job.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, they are a bit negative about the job, but it’s not necessarily face threatening for anyone present.

970. Does he have problems with his acconting project?, He has been struggling with that from day
one., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No, maybe for ‘he’, but he’s probably not present in the conversation
6. is the answer face threatening?

The same goes here as in the answer above.

982. Did you bring your blue and yellow sweater for me to wear to the game today? You know |
like to wear school colours at the games., Oh! | knew | forgot something at home., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, | think they are implying that they think B didn’t bring it. So the implicit QUD is ‘why didn’t you
bring it?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they are saying that they forgot it.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they’ve forgotten it, they imply that they didn’t bring it.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.
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5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is an accusation. It is a threat to the negative face of B, because they’re imposed
upon.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It is to the positive face of B. Therefore they imply with an indirect answer, instead of just saying ‘no’.

990. We are planning to go to the beach after the class. Do you want to come?, | love to. But
professor John wants to speak with me., | can't come.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

A little bit, because it is a negative answer, therefore they add an ‘I'd love to’.

1000. It is not going to snow again tomorrow. Is it? It was supposed to be warm all week., If you go
by the forcast that | have heard you would need to put your gloves and thermals the whole week.,
The weather will continue to be cold.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No

6. is the answer face threatening?

No
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8.2 IMSDb analysis

Black = no question evasion, no face loss
Blue = face plays a role, but the question is not evaded
Purple = question evasion because of face loss

130. Can | still sign-up?, You got an instrument?, Yes. You can sign up if you got an instrument.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via implicature.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It could be seen as face-threatening as it is a request.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

140. You wanna give up now? When we're this close to reaching our dream?, This was your dream.
You'll manage., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not really, it is more of an argument to not give up.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via implicature.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

He does change the topic slightly, but the question is still answered.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, they are playing in on the person’s face by implying that it would be weak to give up now. This is
an attack on the positive face.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, it is a threat to the negative face, because their relationship is under pressure. But he’s not
avoiding the face loss.

150. You wanna come along? You can pick out something you like., Oh, like the gloves?, Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

The implicature suggests yes, but it is cancellable. They could add: oh that would be lovely, but |
won’t come. The answer mostly shows intrigue.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

They do kind of shift the topic to something else, but it is not entirely evaded as it hints at a yes. |
don’t think it is purposely avoided as well, the speaker is just distracted by another part of the
sentence.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
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It could be a request, but it could also be an invitation. A request can be face threatening, but an
invitation wouldn’t be.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

160. What is wrong with you?, It was dangerous., There is nothing wrong with me.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, something like, why didn’t you go there? Depending on the context.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they explain why they didn’t go there.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, indirectly. By giving an explanation they indicate what is wrong, or as the dataset suggests, that
nothing is wrong.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No, because they answer the implicit question.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, it threatens the positive face of the speaker.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It is for the positive face of B, because they have to admit that they didn’t dare go.

180. Don't you think there's more to our future than jelly?, Well, I'm also considering a line of
jams..., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, ‘IS this really what you want to do with your life?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Not really, it seems as if they don’t really understand the question or don’t dare come up with an
honest answer.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, very literally, | think that’s the joke.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

It is kind of avoided, because they only answer very literally. | think this is a subtle evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because they imply that B could do more than this and that this is not as exciting work.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

250. Hey, man, did this happen by accident or was it done deliberately? Like the cephscope., It's
hard to say., No. It was not an accident.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

They don’t really answer it as they don’t know either.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

But they aren’t evading it, because they probably don’t know the answer, so they can’t give a yes or
no. The analysis states that this answer actually means no, but | don’t agree with that. It could just be
that they don’t know yet.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.
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260. Do you ever throw anything away?, Someday I'm gonna get married and I'm going to need all
this stuff., No . | dont throw away.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, maybe like ‘why don’t you throw it away?’. It also implies that the person should throw it away.
2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, by giving a reason, they explain why they don’t throw it away.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes. Via the implicature.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes. Because it is criticism on the behaviour of B. therefore, it is a threat to the positive face of B.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes it is, because the speaker has to defend themselves. They give a reason to save some of their
positive face.

270. Getting into trouble a little early today, aren't we Aladdin?, Trouble? You're only in trouble if
you get caught., No. we are not getting into trouble.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not really, maybe more of an order to not be getting into trouble.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

| don’t think he really does answer it, even though the implicature given by the authors suggests that
he does. | think he is actually showing that he doesn’t care if he gets into trouble.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

Yes, he doesn’t really say yes or no, it would be a subtle evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, it is face threatening for Aladdin’s positive face. He could lose respect

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think it is less face threatening than when he would have said: yes | am getting in trouble, but |
don’t mind. He is giving a vague answer to save face.

280. Can we watch your TV?, Y... Y... You're expelled! Get out!, No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via implicature

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

It is not really evaded as it is answered via implicature. Saying that you have to get out implies that
you can’t stay to watch tv.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is a request.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because B is giving someone punishment, but it is more out of anger, | don’t think they’re
avoiding the question to save face.
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290. That is how it's going to be?, That is how it must be., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, ‘Is there any other way we could do this?

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes. The answer is that there’s no other way.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because they are threatening the negative face because they are doubting them.
6. is the answer face threatening?

I think the answer is trying to save face, by saying there’s no other way.

300. You guys used to date regularly? Nice., Hardly, No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

It’s actually not really clear, they don’t avoid it but they don’t give a clear answer so | would say that
this is medium evasion.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Medium evasion

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, | think so, because it can be awkward to talk about someone you used to date so it could be a
threat to the negative face as it is quite a personal question.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think they are trying to save face, by kind of avoiding the question. The implicature here says no,
but | think in this context it would actually be ‘yes’, but the speaker doesn’t want to give into it.
Otherwise according to the scalar implicature they would have just said no. so there must have been
some connection to dating in the past.

310. Isn't it fantastic?, it - it's great. Now let's get outta here., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No, because they answer the explicit question, but that is not their main priority, therefore they
quickly change the subject.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

It kind of is, because the person shows little interest in the question of A. This could be seen as face
threatening for the negative face, because they impose on the personal space of A.
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320. Is he - dead?, Oh, | - | can't make out a heartbeat., Yes. | think so.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, indirectly.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

They don’t give a very direct yes or no, but the answer is more of an argument that proves the
person is dead. Therefore, they do answer the question by giving a fact for the implicit point.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

| think it is, because it is a very difficult question, therefore A is doubting to ask it (this is shown by
the -). It is not necessarily face threatening, but more threatening for the feelings of A and B.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think a simple ‘yes” would have been face threatening, so B kind of covers it up by saying that they
can’t feel a heartbeat. This is a very careful way of saying: he probably is dead. It would be quite
blunt to say ‘yes’.

330. But that's going a bit too far, don't you think?, Indubitably., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

| don’t think there is a question left implicit, but | think the actual speech act would be giving
criticism, but it is stated like a question.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, | think they do acknowledge the criticism, but the intensified yes implies that they don’t care.
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with in intensified yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, I’'m actually not sure if this is an implicature.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it is criticism, so it threatens the positive face of B.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, it is face threatening for B, but they don’t sugarcoat it. Even if it is face threatening, they don’t
do anything to hide this.

340. Well, will you ask Mrs. Brill?, Not for a hundred quid, ma'am., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, with an idiom that is basically an intensified no.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

| don’t think so, A is probably just curious to know the answer. It could also be more of a request, in
which case it would be more face threatening, but the context doesn’t make that clear.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think it is, but mostly for Mrs. Brill. B doesn’t try to politely turn her down, but they make it really
clear that they don’t want to ask her.

38



350. Beautiful isn't it?, They're disgusting., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because B is disagreeing with A. This is a threat to the negative face, because it is a threat to
their relationship. B doesn’t seem to care, otherwise they could have said something like: oh, it’s not
really my taste or something like that.

360. Are they gonna try to eat our Brains?!, | think you’ll be safe., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No. Or maybe a more general question like: ‘Am | in danger?’, but | think this comes down to the
same question, just a little less literal.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes. | think this is also more of a way of comforting A. It is not necessarily about literally answering
the question.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

It is not evaded.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

| don’t think it is threatening for the face, it is quite a difficult question, but not impolite.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, I think this is exactly what A would like to hear, so it isn’t face threatening.

370. You want to try?, We can ask for nothing better., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, they answer it with an idiom which is basically like an intensified yes.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

380. Are you okay?, Is official. My powers are kaput., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
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3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, in an indirect way.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Not really, but it is answered indirectly.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think it is, because B has to say that they’re not okay. Therefore they answer the question in an
indirect way by saying what is going on. That’s a threat to the positive face, because they want to be
respected, but now have to admit that something is wrong.

390. You heard what | said?, Every word., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not a question, but maybe more of a ‘you should listen to what I’'m saying’
2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

They make clear that they were listening, so they do respond to it.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is more of an intensified yes.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Yes, because it sounds like an accusation or criticism.

6. is the answer face threatening?

| think the person is trying to save face, but they don’t do so by answering indirectly, they actually
give an intensified yes, as to correct the assumptions of A.

400. Are you sure this is a good idea?, Look, if Artie trusts him, that's good enough for me., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

| think the underlying message is ‘I don’t think this is a good idea’. It is not as much of an implicit
guestion, but more an underlying message.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they try to reassure A, so they respond to the implicit meaning.

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

They don’t really say if it’s a good idea in a direct way, but they do answer it with the implicature.
4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

A little bit, because A is questioning B’s activities.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No, I think they are trying to convince A that it is a good idea, but it is not a threat to B’s face. If they
would have just said yes, it would have been equally face threatening.

420. Do you think the police did a good job?, | don't know. | think so., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, not very directly, but | think that’s more because they don’t know the answer themselves.
4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.
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5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

430. You enjoy it?, Made me sick, No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, they imply that they didn’t enjoy it.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because they are saying that they didn’t enjoy something, so | think they’re disagreeing with A,
but this is not a reason for them to reply indirectly as this answer is quite face threatening.

440. Do you like that theory?, Sounds good. Let's move on., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

| don’t think it is evaded, | think it is answered quite directly.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

450. Am | right?, | would think so., Yes.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

They are answering quite unsure, but they don’t evade the question. They could have said ‘yes’ as a
more direct answer, but | think they don’t want to do so, because they’re not entirely sure.
5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

460. And very handsome, too, don't you think?, I'll see you around the campus., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
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No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Implicitly they do, via the maxim of relevance you would assume that what they say would be
relevant, it isn’t really, so there must be another reason for this. The reason is that they don’t want
to answer the question because they would say ‘no’.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

Yes it is by changing the topic. This makes it a substantial evasion.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

| don’t think the question is face threatening, but it is a risky question as the answer can be quite face
threatening.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Directly not, but implicitly it is. This is a clear case of evading the question, because the direct answer
‘no’” would have been very face threatening for A.

470. You liked Sister Paul?, She was kind to me. She told me | was beautiful., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by giving reasons for liking Sister Paul.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

480. Is the Pantheon even a church?, Oldest Catholic church in Rome!, Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

490. is this the ferry to the St. John house?, Any second now., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that that ferry comes in a moment.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?
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No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, it could be seen as a request, but not super face threatening.
6. is the answer face threatening?

No

500. shall I wear this one?, It is gorgeous., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, via implicature.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No

510. Are you Zuria?, He's inside., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that Zuria is somewhere else, they make clear that they aren’t Zuria.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

520. is there nothing we can do about Mr. Tumnus?, well.. there's hope!, No. We can do something
about Mr.Tumnus.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Yes, | think something like ‘is Mr. Tumnus really gone?’

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Yes, they say that there’s something to be done, that Mr. Tumnus is not really gone.
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying there’s hope, they implicate that there is something that can be done.
4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No, but they might be scared to find out the answer.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

530. You invented fire?, | told you that., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?
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No, but it has an undertone of that they are impressed.
2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

Not really, they don’t really go into the fact that it would be impressive.
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that they’ve said that already.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

540. Did you finish?, | didn't get anywhere., No.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

It can be if B was actually already supposed to be finished with it. In this context it is not entirely
clear, so | would say it is not really face threatening.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because B has to answer that they didn’t finish. This can be threatening for the positive face, but
it doesn’t seem that they really care, otherwise they could’ve said something like: ‘Oh I’'m not
entirely finished yet’. But they give the full answer.

550. And where are you going to sleep?, Well, | expect you to show me to my quarters., in the
quarters.

1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, indirectly, they are saying on where they are planning on sleeping.

4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

Not really, but it is answered indirectly, probably because it is a request.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, because the actual speech act is a request, which is threatening for the negative face of A.
therefore, they cover it up with more of an indirect answer which is actually a question.

560. Could he hit?, Lifetime 356 average. Third highest in history., Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?
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Yes

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?
No

6. is the answer face threatening?

No

570. Wanna go to Gray's orchard and pick some peaches?, I'm going home., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by implicature, probably because it is face threatening to bluntly say no.
4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No, it is answered indirectly.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

Not really, it is more of an invitation than a request.

6. is the answer face threatening?

Yes, therefore they cover it up by giving a reason instead of just saying no.

580. Weren't you afraid you couldn't escape?, But it's only a story., No.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

No.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes, by saying that it’s only a story, they’re implying that they had no reason to be afraid.
4. Is the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No.

590. You knew about the Earthling child ?!, | knew everything, Yes.
1. Is there an underlying QUD left implicit?

Not a question, but more of a surprised feeling.

2. Does the person answer the implicit QUD?

They do by saying they know everything, so the person shouldn’t be surprised.
3. Do they answer the explicit question?

Yes.

4. |s the question evaded, if so how?

No.

5. Is the explicit question face threatening?

No.

6. is the answer face threatening?

No
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