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Some linguistic studies have explained the functions and structures of jokes.  Norrick (1989), Palmer (1981) and Zajdman (1991) treated jokes as a narrative and discourse.  

Alexander (1997) categorized jokes as verbal humor, which are characterized as 1) spoken intentionally, 2) received consciously, 3) aiming to amuse, and 4) witty.  

Chiaro (1992) presented an overview of ‘word play’ in English, and pointed out that two features about jokes: 1) a common discourse pattern of a situation clause and punch line is the problem - solution pattern, and 2) the one-liner is classified into the following three, definitions, exhortations, comments and complaints.  

Attardo (2001) applied his GTVH model, and stated that ‘Logical Mechanism’ is closely related to false analogy. LM is still needed to be examined. ‘Jab lines’ and punch lines are semantically and pragmatically marked in the text, and these two lines evoke scripts in the ‘storage area’ or mental space of the text. That means SO and LM KRs would be applied to the texts.

Therefore, the above quoted researches need to be positively examined the following points: 1) linguistic ambiguity (= incongruity, SO KR etc.) and 2) logical association (= resolution, LM KR etc.) in jokes as a discourse.
This research attempts to clarify the relational patterns of linguistic ambiguity and logical association.  To explain that, the following three questions are need to be asked:

Question 1): Does a single joke contain one or more incongruity (Script Opposition)? 

Question 2): What type of incongruity is most frequently found?

Question 3): What type of resolution is most frequently used to connect the incongruities which are observed in Question 2. 

This research has chosen the simple self-contained jokes in “5000 one-liners”(1998) because these jokes are simplest examples of discourse. First, 500 jokes are extracted at random from all 250 topics, both narrative and conversational one in this book. Then, this paper looks for some new classification of Script Opposition and Logical Mechanisms. Finally, the most frequent patterns of SO and LM relations will be investigated. 

Most frequent patterns of Logical Mechanism would be ‘false analogy.’  They are formalized as:

1) the fallacy of the negative antecedent: (If P then Q)  (not-P)  therefore (not-Q)

2) the fallacy of the affirmative consequent: (If P then Q)  (Q)  therefore (P)   
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