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Epistemics - todo: catchy title (VCA)
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After Mum responds to the initial question (1. 2), Lesley asks another (1. 3); Lesley

greets Mum's answer (1. 4) with ‘oh’ and an assessment. So before this exchange,
Lesley would have been K- and Mum K+ with respect to this issue, and the epi-
stemic gradient between the two represented by a cline, as in Figure 6.2(a); after
it, both would be K+, as in 6.2(b).
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Figure 6.2 Relative epistemic access before and after extract (19)

Source: Rebecca Clift (2018), Conversation Analysis, p. 202



