
 
 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING 

 THE UNIVERSITY OF DA NANG 

 

 

 

ĐỖ THỊ KIM CÚC 

 

 

 

A STUDY OF THE LINGUISTIC FEATURES 

OF HEDGING DEVICES IN LECTURES 

IN ENGLISH 

 

Field   : THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE 

Code           :  60.22.15 

 

 

MASTER OF ARTS IN SOCIAL SCIENCES 
AND HUMANITIES 

(A SUMMARY) 

 

 

Danang - 2013 



 

 

The study has been completed at College of Foreign Languages, 

The University of Danang 

 

 

 

Supervisor : Ngũ Thiện Hùng, Ph.D. 

 
 

Examiner 1: Trần Quang Hải, Ph.D. 
 
Examiner 2 : Asoc. Prof. Trương Viên, Ph.D. 

 
 

The Thesis was defended at the Examination Council 
for the M.A thesis, the University of Danang. 

Time    : December 15th, 2013             

Venue  :  The University of  Danang 
 
 
The original of this thesis is accessible for the 

purpose of reference at: 
- Library of the College of Foreign Languages, 

University of Danang. 
- The Information Resources Center, University of 

Danang. 
 



1 

CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 

1.1. RATIONALE 
People often face with many real-life difficult situations in 

which they cannot express straightly what they are thinking clearly. 
In these situations, it is very essential for the speaker to have tactful 
communicative skills and strategies. It is the issue of effective 
communication that calls for creating and using of hedges.  

A hedge is a mitigating device used to lessen the impact of 
an utterance. Typically, they are adjectives or adverbs, but can also 
consist of clauses. Hedges may intentionally or unintentionally be 
employed in both spoken and written language since they are 
crucially important in communication. Hedges help speakers and 
writers communicate more precisely the degree of accuracy and truth 
in assessments. Linguists almost unanimously define hedges as a 
means to tone down utterances and statements, to reduce the 
riskiness of what one says, to mitigate what might otherwise seem 
too forceful, to be polite or show deference to strangers or superiors 
etc. Hedge is a very important part in languages. To use hedges 
properly can strengthen expressive force and communicative result, 
which can improve interpersonal relationship and thus make 
communication go more smoothly.  

Hedging is a rhetorical strategy that attenuates either the full 
semantic value of a particular expression, as in A doctor’s care or 
services simply might be too expensive. That probably doesn’t 
surprise anyone, or the full force of a speech act, as in A real 
challenge can occur – I’m sure you’ll all know what I mean here too 
– when you find yourself interacting with speakers from two or more 
speech communities of which you are a member. If non-native 
speakers fail to hedge appropriately, they may be perceived as 
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impolite, offensive, arrogant, or simply inappropriate. Failing to 
recognize a hedged utterance, they may misunderstand a native 
speaker’s meaning.  

In lecturing, hedging devices are used very often. On the side 
of teachers, it helps the teachers get their communicative purpose. 
For examples, when the teacher does not know how to give exact 
definition to a thing, he may use the hedging device such as “kind 
of” or “sort of” to make his definition more acceptable as in Cat is a 
kind of animals that has four legs. Or, when the teacher is not sure 
about what he is going to say, he may use the pattern It is said that … 
or I am told that … to show that the information he is going to give is 
not created by himself but other people. By this employment of 
hedges, he is not responsible for the precision of his saying. On the 
side of students, understanding hedges will help them understand 
what their teacher is trying to convey as well as have an effective 
interaction with their teacher. Therefore, understanding and using 
hedges in class is necessary, especially for non-native English 
speakers. This study was carried out to contribute to find out the 
linguistic features of hedge devices in lectures so that it will help 
non-native teachers and students use and understand hedges more 
effectively in communication. Therefore, the study is hope to be of 
theoretical and practical value 
1.2. JUSTIFICATION FOR THE STUDY  

An investigation into linguistic features of hedges in lectures 
in English, in some scope, will be contribute to the knowledge of 
hedges in general and hedges in lectures in particular. It can be 
withdraw from the study that hedges plays a vital role in enabling 
speaker and listener, particularly lecturer, to have smooth and 
effective lectures by boosting or attenuating force of illocution of 
speech act. The result of the research is expected to provide 
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Vietnamese learners with useful comprehension of hedges used in 
lectures in English. 
1.3. AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 

1.3.1. Aims 
This study aims at investigating hedging devices in lectures 

in English in order to help Vietnamese learners of English have a 
better insight into hedging devices used in lectures in English. 

1.3.2. Objectives 
The study is expected to: 
- Examine the linguistic features of hedging devices in lectures in 

English in term of syntactic, semantic and pragmatic features 
- Put forward some suggestions to learning and teaching 

foreign languages concerning hedging devices in lectures in English 
1.4. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

In order to achieve the aims and objectives of the study, the 
researcher tries to find answers to the following questions: 

1) What are the syntactic features of hedging devices in 
lectures in English? 

2) What are the semantic features of hedging devices in 
lectures in English? 

3) What are the pragmatic features of hedging devices in 
lectures in English? 
1.5. SCOPE OF THE STUDY 

This study is confined to the linguistic features of hedges in 
32 lectures in 4 volumes of Lectures to My Students by C.H. 
Spurgeon on website: 
http://www.reformationtheology.com/2012/03/lectures_to_my_stude
nts_by_c_h.php 

In the scope of this study, I only consider the lexical and 
grammatical realization of hedges. The prosodic ones like stress and 
intonation will not be discussed here. 

http://www.reformationtheology.com/2012/03/lectures_to_my_stude
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CHAPTER 2 
LITERATURE REVIEW 

AND THEORECTICAL BACKGROUND 
2.1. REVIEW OF PRIOR STUDIES 

While research on hedging and hedges has progressed and 
expanded enormously over the past four decades, it is still apparent 
that the semantic category of hedges has not been precisely defined 
yet. Perhaps the lack of such a category is attributed to the 
complexity of the meanings of the hedging devices, a fact that has 
presented a serious challenge for researchers around the world and in 
Vietnam as well. 

Lakoff (1972) associates hedges with un-clarity or fuzziness: 
“for me some of the most interesting questions are raised by the 
study of words whose job is to make things more or less fuzzy.” (p. 
195). It has been observed that the term hedging which was first used 
to refer to fuzziness has been widened to cover a number of 
interrelated concepts, namely indetermination, vagueness, 
indirectness and approximation (Zuck & Zuck, 1986; Brown & 
Levinson, 1987; Hyland, 1998). In a more comprehensive account of 
the term, Bruce (2010) associates hedging with all means leading 
lack of full commitment (p. 201).  

Hedging may also stem from the inner conflict between 
intention and desire: “being indirect is a mechanism for dealing with 
conflicting intentions and desires. The general form of the conflict is 
that the speaker wants to convey X for some reason and he does not 
want to convey X for other reasons. By being indirect he can convey 
X in one sense but not in another.” (Pyle, 1975) 

Lakoff (1972) asserts that in order to show their femininity, 
women tend to adopt an unassertive style of communication. 
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In studies of Vietnamese, Nguyen Duong Nguyen Trinh 
(2001) did the investigation into lexical devices functioning as 
hedging in spoken English and spoken Vietnamese. According to the 
researcher, English has “a rich repertoire” of hedging devices to 
express the mitigation with epistemic auxiliaries: can, could, may, 
might, will, would, shall, should, epistemic lexical verbs: think, 
believe, suppose, guess, suggest, seem…; epistemic adjectives: 
probable, possible, likely, presumable…, epistemic adverbs: 
perharps, maybe, conceivably, reportedly, allegedly; and epistemic 
nouns: chance, probability, possibility, likelihood. However, with 
the same classification, Vietnamese “may be an impoverish 
language” for the lexical units to indicate epistemic meaning with 
epistemic auxiliaries: có thể, sẽ; epistemic lexical verb: nghe, thấy, 
…; epistemic adjectives: chắc, có thể, …; epistemic adverbs: có lẽ, 
hình như, thì phải, …; and epistemic nouns: khả năng, tin đồn, cảm 
giác, … 

In term of pragmatic, Dao Nguyen Phuc (2003) examined 
hedges in the act of asking for permission based on Grice theory of 
Cooperative Principle. This author argued that in some situations of 
asking for permission, the speaker normally tends to flout the maxims. 
In such cases, hedges do really work. They are considered as helpful 
factors increasing the reliability as well as the persuasion of the 
utterances. Specifically, hedges are employed in repeating the old 
information, in emphasizing the reliability of the information, etc.  

In talking about hedges and politeness in Vietnamese 
conversation, Vu Thi Nga (2008) stated that hedges in politeness are 
the ones whose effect is explicit at the level of utterances, and it is 
mainly toward the hearer. Being aware that what is being uttered may 
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influence on the positive and negative face of the hearers, the speaker 
are likely to hedge  

In addition, there were some other writers studying about 
hedges and euphemisms in their researches. In particular, Trần Thị 
Phương Thảo (2001) talked about boosting and hedging in academic 
writing. Nguyễn Thị Huỳnh Châu (2005) presented semantic and 
pragmatic features of noun hedges in conversation (English versus 
Vietnamese). Recently, Trương Nguyễn Thảo Trân (2010) has made 
an interesting analysis into linguistic features of hedges in inaugural 
addresses by the U.S Presidents. 

So far, there has been much attention of many writers to 
hedges/ hedging devices. However, there have been no studies 
dealing with hedging devices in lectures in English. This is the 
reason why this thesis is carried out in an attempt to focus on 
linguistic features of hedging devices used in lectures in English. 
2.2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 

2.2.1. Definitions 
a. What is discourse analysis? 
According to Yule (1996), an investigation into the form and 

function of what is said and written is called discourse analysis [15, 
p.83]. Discourse analysis aims to study and analyze the use of 
discourse in at least one of the three ways: language beyond the level 
of a sentence, language behaviors linked to social practices and 
language as a system of thought. Analysis of discourse looks at not 
only the basic level of what is said but also takes into consideration 
the surrounding social and historical contexts. Discourse analysis 
looks at any given text. This just means anything that communicates 
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a message, and particularly, how that message constructs a social 
reality or view of the world. 

b. What is a hedge? 
Hedge definition was firstly given by an American linguist 

named Lakoff (1972) in his investigation about hedges: A Study in 
Meaning Criteria and the Logic of Fuzzy Concept. According to him, 
the term hedges/ hedging dealt with the logical properties of words 
and phrases like rather, largely, in the manner of speaking, very with 
the ability of making thing fuzzier or less fuzzy. He defined hedges as 
follows: for me some the most interesting questions are raised by the 
study of words whose meaning implicitly involves fuzziness – words 
whose job is to make things fuzzier or less fuzzy. I will refer to such 
words as hedges 

After Lakoff, many scholars made different definitions about 
hedges. In 1987, Brown & Levinson defined the term “hedge” as a 
particular word or phrase that modifies the degree of the 
membership of a predicate or a noun phrase in a set it says of that 
membership that it is partial or true only in a certain respect, or that 
it is more true and complete than perhaps might be expected.  

According to Hyland (1998), the notion of hedging 
introduced by Lakoff has been applied to the linguistic devices used 
to qualify a speaker’s confidence in the truth of a proposition. 
Hedges such as I think, perhaps, might and maybe therefore express 
tentativeness and possibility in communication. In his study of 
hedging in scientific articles, hedging refers to any linguistic means 
used to indicate either a) a lack of complete commitment to the value 
of an accompanying proposition, or b) a desire not to express that 
commitment categorically.  
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Hyland (1998) considered a hedge as any linguistic means 
used to indicate either a lack of complete commitment to the truth of 
a proposition or a desire not to express that commitment 
categorically. In lectures in English, lecturer employs hedging 
devices not only through verbs, adjectives, adverbs, etc. but also non-
single word items such as if clause, the patterns It is said that …, The 
possibility would be …, Someone says … or phrase as far as I can 
tell, according to one’s estimates, and so on. 

c. A function-based definition of hedges 
As mentioned in the previous approaches, hedges are 

represented in different fields of research from semantic to 
pragmatic, and even in scientific articles. This may lead to the 
assumption that hedging may deal with the aspect like the politeness 
theory and the speech acts. In this study, then, hedges are defined as 
linguistic means employed to manifest the speaker’s commitment to 
the truth of the proposition and, and represent the communicative 
force of an utterance. 

d. Classification of Hedges  
Hedges are very frequently used as a very important field in 

fuzzy languages. Scholars home and abroad have ever classified 
them, among which came a most influential classification made by 
an American linguist, Prince (1982) and his fellows. They divided 
hedges into two groups: Approximators and Shields. 

2.2.2. Hedging in the point of view of semantics 
a. Speech acts classification 
A speech act is normally known as an action performed by 

the used of an utterance and it carries the function of communication. 
G. Yule classified speech acts based on five general functions 
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performed via those speech acts. Accordingly, a category of speech 
acts consists of five types: Declarations, Representatives, 
Expressives, Directives, Commissives 

2.2.3. Hedging in the point of view of syntactic 
Syntax is "the study of the principles and processes by 

which sentences are constructed in particular languages”. In addition 
to referring to the overarching discipline, the term syntax is also used 
to refer directly to the rules and principles that govern the sentence 
structure of any individual language.  

Syntax deals with all units of language, from morpheme - the 
smallest ones to words, phrases, clauses and sentences. 

2.2.4. Hedging in the point of view of pragmatics 
Unlike semantic that considers hedges in term of meaning or 

syntax that study hedge in aspect of structure, pragmatic look into 
illocutionary functions of hedges in situational utterances. Brown & 
Levinson (1978) and Coates (1983) confirmed that speaker uses 
hedge to create an informal and friendly atmosphere, facilitate turn 
taking, sustain discussion, show politeness and make their utterances 
softer. Lakoff (1972) argued that speakers use hedges to convey 
purposive vagueness. 

a. Cooperation principles/ maxims 
Following Grice’s view, in a conversation, each participant 

will try to perform well his/her role in the conversation at proper 
time, to the exchange of talk. To make this clear, we will consider 
the conversational principles of Grice as follows 

Maxims of Quantity: 
1. Make your contribution as informative as is required for 

the current purposes of the exchange. 
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2. Do not make your contribution more informative than is 
required. 

Maxims of Quality: Be truthful 
Super maxim: Try to make your contribution one that is true. 
1. Do not say what you believe to be false. 
2. Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence. 
Maxim of Relation: Be relevant. 
Maxims of Manner: Super maxim: Be perspicuous. 
1. Avoid obscurity of expression. 
2. Avoid ambiguity. 
3. Be brief (avoid unnecessary prolixity). 
4. Be orderly. 
This Cooperative Principle, indeed, plays an important role 

in producing as well as realizing hedges, and more often the maxims 
appear to be linguistically ruled because the speaker would like to 
show that they are trying to observe them. In the study, we will 
consider the relationship of these maxims with the motivation for 
using hedges in lectures. 

b. Politeness theory 
Lakoff was one of the first linguists to study politeness and 

gave birth to the notion that politeness is an important aspect of 
interaction that needs to be studied. Many theorists following Lakoff 
have focused on either expanding on his maxims or contesting them.  

Leech’s (1975) theory approaches politeness from a more 
pragmatic perspective. He begins by establishing two pragmatic 
systems: pragma-linguistics and socio-pragmatics. Pragma-
linguistics includes the speakers’ intentions and illocutionary acts. 
This system accounts for the more linguistics application of politeness. 
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Alternatively, socio-pragmatics refers to how the speaker wants to be 
perceived socially. Leech also introduces two rhetoric items for 
conversation: textual and interpersonal. Interpersonal rhetoric 
addresses politeness. 

Leech defined politeness as a type of behavior that allows 
the participants to engage in a social interaction in an atmosphere of 
relative harmony, in stating his maxims, Leech used his own terms 
for two kinds of illocutionary acts. He called representative 
“assertives” and called directive “impositives”. Each maxim is 
accompanied by a sub-maxim, which is of less importance. They all 
support the idea that negative politeness (avoidance of discord) is 
more important than positive politeness (seeking concord). Not all of 
the maxims are equally important. For instance, tact influences what 
we say more powerfully that does generosity, while approbation is 
more important than modesty. Speakers may adhere to more than one 
maxim of politeness at the same time. Often one maxim is on the 
forefront of the utterance, while a second maxim is implied.  

In Brown and Levinson’s model, politeness is defined as 
redressive action taken to counter-balance the disruptive effect of 
face-threatening acts (FTAs). Brown and Levinson also argue that in 
human communication, either spoken or written, people tend to 
maintain one another’s face continuously. In everyday conversation, 
we adapt our utterances to different situations. Among friends, we 
take liberties or say things that would seem discourteous among 
strangers. In both situations, we try to avoid making the hearer 
embarrassed or uncomfortable. Face-threatening acts (FTSs) are acts 
that infringe on the hearer’s need to maintain his/ her self-esteem, 
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and be respected. Politeness strategies are developed for the main 
purpose of dealing with the FTAs. 

Fraser and Nolen (1990) defined politeness as a 
conversational contract. According to Fraser and Nolen, a 
conversational contract has a set of rights and obligations that 
participants must adhere to and can be negotiated and readjusted 
during a conversation. The conversational contract is based on the 
expectations of the members involved in a conversation and is 
determined by the participants  

All the theories of politeness will help in considering 
whether lecturers use hedging devices to show politeness. 
2.3. SUMMARY   

The literature review and theoretical background give an 
overall view of hedging devices in all perspectives and give an 
approach to hedges by a number of theories related to this topic. 
Moreover, the knowledge about semantics, syntactic and pragmatic 
will help to investigate linguistic features of hedging devices in 
lectures in English. 
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CHAPTER 3 
RESEARCH DESIGN and DATA ANALYSIS 

3.1. RESEARCH DESIGN 
This is a descriptive and qualitative study, using both 

qualitative and quantitative information.  
3.2. RESEARCH METHOD AND PROCEDURE  

The investigation of the linguistic features of hedges is based 
on the speech act classification by Yule, the definition of hedges by 
Brown/ Levinson and the Cooperative Principles by Grice 

3.2.1. Sampling  
The data for analysis are mainly samples collected from 32 

lectures in 4 volumes of Lectures to My Students by C.H. Spurgeon 
on website: 
http://www.reformationtheology.com/2012/03/lectures_to_my_stude
nts_by_c_h.php 

The lectures were carefully read and the occurrences of 
hedges in each lecture were highlighted and then classified according 
to the existing taxonomy of hedges. The number of hedges in each 
category and in each lecture was counted and the percentage of 
hedged words was calculated for analysis. 

3.2.2. Data analysis 
All the data collected were processed descriptively and 

qualitatively. The procedure is as follows: 
Lists of instances containing hedges were collected. Then I 

classified them basing on their function of modifying the five speech 
acts: Declarations, Representatives, Expressives, Directives, and 
Commissives as well as according to maxims of Quality, Quantity, 
Relation and Manner.. 
3.3. RELIABILITY AND VALIDITY  

Not big enough corpora may not allow me to discover many 
linguistic features of hedges in lectures in English. In addition, the data 
analysis was based mostly on the theory frameworks that have traditionally 
been employed, which may reduce the validity of the analysis.   

http://www.reformationtheology.com/2012/03/lectures_to_my_stude
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CHAPTER 4 
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS 

4.1. SYNTACTIC FEATURES OF HEDGES IN LECTURES IN 
ENGLISH  

Table 4.1. Hedging categories in the corpus of lectures 
Hedging categories Raw number Percentage (%) 

Modal verbs 538 37.2 
Lexical verbs 374 25.8 

Numerical hedges 284 19.6 
Adjectives 121 8.4 
Adverbs 72 5.0 
Nouns 58 4.0 
Total  1447 100 

Table 4.2. Modal auxiliaries identified as hedges in the lectures 
Modal auxiliaries  Raw number Percentage (%) 

May 246 45.7 
Could 112 20.8 
Might 74 13.8 
Would 57 10.6 

Can  45 8.4 
Should 4 0.7 
Total 538 100 

Table 4.3. The most frequent lexical verbs identified as hedges 
Lexical verbs 

identified as hedges Raw number Percentage (%) 

Think 159 42.5 
Seem  57 15.2 

Believe 29 7.8 
Assume 23 6.1 
Suppose 19 5.1 
Suggest 15 4.0 
Claim 11 3.0 

Conclude  6 1.6 
Other  55 14.7 
Total  374 100 
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Table 4.4. The most frequent numerical hedges in lectures 
Adjectives and 

adverbs of 
indefinite frequency 

Adjectives and 
adverbs of 

indefinite degree 

Approximators and 
other numerical 

hedges 
Generally 13 Nearly 18 Some 30 
Usually 8 Rather 15 Several 28 

Sometimes 6 Relatively 13 About 24 
Others 9 Others 43 Others 77 
Total 36 Total 89 Total 159 

Table 4.5. Epistemic nouns identified as hedges 
Epistemic nouns 

identified as hedges 
Raw number Percentage (%) 

Possibility 19 32.7 
Suggestion 8 13.8 
Assumption 6 10.3 

Potential 6 10.3 
Others 19 32.7 
Total 58 100 

Table 4.6. The most frequent epistemic adjectives identified as hedges 
Epistemic adjectives 
identified as hedges 

Raw number Percentage (%) 

Possible 73 60.3 
Probable 17 14.0 

(Un)likely 12 9.9 
Supposable 9 7.4 

Others 10 8.3 
Total 121 100.00 
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Table 4.7. The most frequent epistemic adverbs identified as hedges 
Epistemic adverbs 
identified as hedges 

Raw number Percentage (%) 

Probably 35 48.6 
Perhaps 22 30.6  
Possibly 15  20.8 

(Un)likely 5 6.9 
Potentially  3 4.2 

Others 2 2.8 
Total 72 100 

4.2. SEMANTIC FEATURES OF HEDGES IN LECTURES IN 
ENGLISH  
Table 4.8. Quantitative result of Approximators and Shields used in lectures 

KINDS OF HEDGES RAW 
NUMBER 

PERCENTAGE 
(%)  

ADAPTORS 554 38.3 APPROXIMATORS 
ROUNDERS 45 3.1 

PLAUSIBILITY 
SHIELDS 799 55.2 

SHIELDS 
ATTRIBUTION 

SHIELDS 49 3.4 

TOTAL 1447 100 
Table 4.9. Result of each adaptor used in lectures 

Adaptors Raw number Percentage (%) 
Somewhat 132 23.8 

Sort of 116 20.9 
Quite 91 16.4 

Usually 71 12.8 
A little 51 9.2 
Almost 44 7.9 
Others 49 8.8 
Total  554 100 
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Table 4.10. Result of each rounder used in lectures 
Rounders Raw number Percentage (%) 

About  16 35.6 
Almost  11 24.4 

Approximately  7 15.6 
Nearly  6 13.3 
Others 5 11.1 
Total  45 100 
Table 4.11. Result of plausibility shields used in lectures 

Plausibility shields Raw number Percentage (%) 
I suppose 214 26.8 

I think 196 24.5 
Seem  155 19.4 

I believe 114 14.3 
I assume 97 12.1 

I’m afraid 11 1.4 
I guess 7 0.9 
Others 5 0.6 
Total  799 100 
Table 4.12. Result of attribution shields used in lectures 

Attribution shields Raw number Percentage (%) 
According to … 16 32.7 

It is said (that) … 13 26.5 
It is believed (that) … 9 18.4 
It is well known (that) 

… 
6 12.2 

Someone suggests (that) 
… 

3 6.1 

The possibility will be 
… 

2 4.1 

Total  49 100 
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4.3. PRAGMATIC FEATURES OF HEDGES IN LECTURES 
IN ENGLISH  
Table 4.13. Relative Frequency of Existence of Hedges found based 

on Speech Act Classification 
HEDGES FOUND via 

SPEECH ACT 
RAW 

NUMBER 
PERCENTAGE 

(%) 
Hedges modifying 
Declarations 0 0.0 

Hedges modifying 
Representatives 556 61.91 

Hedges modifying Expressive 174 19.38 
Hedges modifying Directives 168 18.71 
Hedges modifying 
Commissives 0 0.0 

TOTAL 898 100 
Table 4.14. Hedges as Modifiers of Representatives by the Lecturer 

Syntactic 
realization 

Typical members 
of the group 

Semantic specification 

- Nouns showing 
validity proof 
- Verbs showing 
validity proof 

- History, 
experience, 

evidence 
- prove, bring, 

teach 
 

The assertion of content 
is hedged as being made 

under the force of the 
speaker’s citing of 
historical record, 

evidence 
3rd S + Modal 
lexical verb 

3rd S + believe The assertion of content 
is hedged as being made 

under the force of 
predecessor/ founder’s 
knowledge/ experience 

Pseudo S + BE + 
Modal lexical verb 

passive 

It is believed … 
It is said … 

The assertion of content 
is hedged as being made 

under the force of a 
universal belief/ 

common sense/ a widely 
accepted knowledge 

Pseudo S + BE + 
Modal Adjective 

It is certain that … 
It is true that … 

The assertion of content 
is hedged as being made 

under the force of the 
certainty from the outer 
source of information 
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Table 4.15. Hedges as Modifiers of Expressives by the Lecturer 
Syntactic 

realization 
Typical members 

of the group 
Semantic specification 

- 1st Subject + 
modal verb + be + 
expressive adjective 
 

I should be 
sorry… 

 

The expressive is hedged 
as being made under the 

force of the speaker’s 
regret with the signal of 

the manner showing 
honesty  

Subject + Modal 
verb + Expressive 

verb 

May expect 
May then hope 
Should accept 

… 

The expressive is hedged 
as being made under the 

force of the speaker’s 
hope with emphasis on 

manner of hedging 
1st S + BE + Adv + 

Expressive 
adjective 

I am somewhat 
sorry … 

The expressive is hedged 
as being made under the 

force of the speaker’s 
gratitude with manner of 

hedging 
Pseudo S + BE + 
Expressive verb 

passive 

It is expected that 
… 

The expressive is hedged 
as being made under the 

force of the speaker’s 
expectation with 

emphasis on the manner 
of hedging 

Table 4.16. Hedges as Modifiers of Directives by the Lecturer 
Syntactic 

realization 
Typical 

members of the 
group 

Semantic specification 

Pseudo S + BE + 
Modal Noun + to 
Infinitive 

It is our duty to 
… 
 

The directive is hedged as 
being made under the 
force of the speaker’s 

suggesting the hearer to 
do something 

Conditional 
expression 

Only if, unless, if, 
… 

The directive is hedged as 
being made under the 
force of the speaker’s 

suggesting a condition for 
the hearer to do 

something 
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1st S + Vasking + 
Conditional 
expression 

I wonder if we 
could … 

The directive is hedged as 
being made under the 
force of the speaker’s 

polite asking the hearer to 
do something 

Modal verb + 2nd S  
 

Would you permit 
me … 

The directive is hedged as 
being made under the 
force of the speaker’s 
polite asking for the 
hearer’s permission to do 
something 

1st S + Verb 
volition + speech 
act verb + 1st S 

+verb 

I wish to say that 
I … 

The directive is hedged as 
being made under the 
force of the speaker’s 
showing volition to do 

something 
4.4. HEDGES OBSERVING COOPERATIVE PRINCIPLE  
Table 4.17. Relative Frequency of Existence of Hedges found based 

on Cooperative Principles 
HEDGES FOUND via 

COOPERATIVE 
PRINCIPLES 

RAW 
NUMBER 

PERCENTAGE 
(%) 

Hedges observing Quality 
maxim 268 48.8 

Hedges observing Quantity 
maxim 52 9.5 

Hedges observing Relation 
maxim 95 17.3 

Hedges observing Manner 
maxim 134 24.4 

TOTAL 549 100 
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Table 4.18. The Pragmatics of Hedges as Signals of Conformity to 
Cooperative Maxims by the lecturer 

Maxim 
observed 

Hedging 
Expressions Pragmatic possible effects 

It is said that … 

The hedge signal the source 
of second hand information 
of proposition as a redress or 
compensation for the lack of 
evidence or certainty 

I am persuaded 
that … 

The hedge signal agent of 
transmitting information of 
proposition as a someone else 
as the redress or 
compensation for the lack of 
evidence or certainty 

Quality 

I think/ believe … 

The hedge signals that the 
information is just an 
assumption or subjective 
thinking of the speaker and 
thus, not to be taken for 
granted. 

Quantity 
You all know…/ 
All men know …/ 
We all believe … 

The hedge signals that the 
message is common 
knowledge so the content 
should not be taken as given 
or old information and treated 
as redundant. 

Well 
Then 

Surely Relation 
So 

The hedge signals the 
speaker’s presentation of a 
relevant topic along with his/ 
her confirmation on the 
continuation or starting of the 
given topic. 

Manner If … 

The hedge signals the 
speaker’s attempt to clarify 
his comprehending of the 
hearer’s mind in the 
communication and 
simultaneously clarify his 
codification of the message 
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CHAPTER 5 
CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATION 

FOR LANGUAGE TEACHING AND LEARNING 
In the early chapter, we have tried to find out the answer to 

the questions about linguistic features of hedging devices in lectures, 
including semantic, syntactic and pragmatic aspects. 

In this chapter, based on what have been found, we would 
like to put forward some implications for language teaching and 
learning. 
5.1. REVIEW OF FINDINGS IN THE STUDY  

Before we propose our suggestions to the language teaching 
and learning, we would like to summarize some main findings found 
in the study. 

Syntactically, the result shows that modal auxiliaries, lexical 
verbs, and numerical hedges were the most frequent categories of 
lexical hedges in lectures. The use of may in the corpus noticeably 
outnumbered other modals (45.7% out of all modal auxiliaries).   

As for the lexical verbs, the range of items utilized by the 
lecturer was wider; however, the heavy reliance on the most frequent 
items ‒  suggest  and believe ‒  was obvious in the data. 

Surprisingly, compound hedges were relatively scarce in the 
corpus, in comparison with the high incidence of hedging clusters 
reported in other studies. As mentioned above, the small size of the 
corpus does not allow too confident interpretation of these findings.  
5.2. IMPLICATION FOR LANGUAGE TEACHING AND 
LEARNING  

In teaching a language, the most important thing is to help 
the learners build up their language competence. Therefore, as to 
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teacher, the following implications may be useful for teaching of 
hedges: 

- Teacher should warm up the lesson to make it more 
attractive such as telling stories which including hedges. This helps 
to make the learner become active participants during the lesson.  

- To create an effective teaching method, teacher should pay 
much attention to both finding out and encoding hedges. Teacher 
should begin with easy tests that request learners to find out hedges 
with hints and develop the test with other activities such as finding 
hedges in text without hints. And finally teacher should ask learners 
to create hedges and use them in suitable cases. 

- Also, hedges and implicature are the two things that the 
learners are easily confused. Make the learners clear that hedges are 
often shown in some language signals and they function as the 
leading to the main points that are going to be conveyed; whereas, 
implicature needs a profound understanding and analysis of the 
hidden massage and communication context in which the 
communicators are. 

- Due to limit of time in class study, the learners may have 
no enough time for doing exercises and reference more books about 
hedges. The duty of the teacher is to give the learners homework and 
recommend them the useful books for reading at home. The teacher 
should remember to check students’ assignments too or they will 
leave the homework without doing anything. 

For Vietnamese learners of English, the different ways of 
expressing in writing and speaking in English may cause them many 
difficulties discovering and understanding hedges. Therefore, it is 
very necessary for the learners to have a sufficient knowledge and 
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understanding about hedges and speech acts so that they can identify 
hedges in each situation. 
5.3. LIMITATION AND SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER 
STUDY  

 Although it has been given a lot of effort, the study is 
inevitable to avoid shortcomings for the limitation in the ability of 
the researcher as well as the inadequacy of materials. 

Besides, due to the lack of time, the examination of linguistic 
features of hedges in lectures was not as thorough as expected. If the 
researcher had more time, the analysis would be much more careful 
and detailed. 
5.4. SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY  

Many problems relating to this study are left for further 
research. Therefore, the researcher suggests some further feasible 
study on the following issues: 

- This study just focused the linguistic features of hedges in 
English lectures. It is necessary to make a comparison about hedges 
used in lectures in English and Vietnamese to find out what 
differences and similarities between these two languages 

- Pragmatic aspect attracts much attention nowadays and it 
has important role in language. However, the pragmatic functions of 
hedges were not thoroughly examined in this study. It needs to be 
researched more. 
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