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LIST OF SYMMOLS

indicates material elided

tndicates falling ('declarative’) intonstion
indicates level (‘continwing') istomation
indicates rining ('question') istenation

when enpty, indicates material wointelliyible to tram-
sceiber enclosing & complete word or vords, Indicates
transcriber wncertainty; contalning parc of & word,
indicates sounds corresponding to enclosed letters
wvere Dot prosownced; esclosing & internal s an etder-
vise complete word, indicates a " *lavgh token’ (brief
volcelens extulation) ] enclosing nusbaers, Indicates
length (n secoods of an unfilled pause

eocloss traomcriber comments. | | may also enclose
phooet ic transcriptions and durarion in seconds of an
walilled pause

indicates an overlosg segsent of syllabie
Indicates e3tra siress on 3 word or syllable
indicate very heavy atress oo & vord or ayllable

vithin a stogle turn, indicates preceding (ten Vas
spoken as 1f closely linked with follewving ftem; used
at the end of a speaking turn and repeated at degin-
ning of same speaker's next turn, iadicates that what
precedes tha first = i lisked to Vhat follovs the
second =

with space to right, indicates preceding ltem vas bro-
kon of f or spoken Maltingly; vith spaces to lefc and
right Soth, indicaten an somsasured pausc

Indicate point ot vhich talk by one speakor Began to
overlap that of anocther speaker

Indicatun the end of the overlay (see |)
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CHAPTER ONE
INTROSUCT 10N

1.1  Geseral Resmarks

This s & sty of sewral cosson itess in Eaglish conversation
known varicusly as "discourss particles’, “interjections’, "discourse’
marhers', and less respectfelly as "hestrations' or 'fillers'. Primary
attention will Be to asalyses of 1ike, well and y' . But the larger
concern of this study fs the estire set of ltems ch these are mem~
bers, sod some attention vill therefore also be given to related ftems,
Including 0 s Oh, hay and sha, The term disc ae ‘u_l‘_‘_
{8 used chéﬁu% %Edy_{o refer to the fores short phrases wn-
der discussion. The term Is intenied as & neviral ladel for thase
itens that avolds a Judgnents on their functiom or grassatical
affiliacions dut suggest that they are prisarily discowrss phence-
ma, The geoeral program of the study is to exanine several such parti-
cles in detall and propose » theoretical framevork 1o vhich thelr wses
individually make sense and In vhich revesling comparisons can be made
Betwesn them. A correct understanding of these particles will be shown
to considerably wviden the ussal purviev of conversation stwdies,

The need for vork oo Jiscowrse particles is spparent on examining
almcat any transcript of ordinary English cocoversation. The repertolre
of favored ftems nay differ from sposker to speaker, dut In general im-
stances of » o Y'heow and siailar ftess sbound in conversatiom.
Despite thelr great frequescy of occurrence, hovewery, watil recently oo~
ly cruda sttespts had been made to characterisze the role of these f{tems
in conversatiom. By many rescarchers they vecre disnissed as meaning~
less snd preswaed to lack interesting distributional features; othars
offered tentative asalyses applicadble only to & narrow range of the
ftteas’' occurrence; and in the popular viev swch ftems have tended to be
stigmetizod as verBal 'crotches' wsed by those deficlent ia speakisg
adility., Reviews of these early treatsents are found in Janes (1974)
sad Coldberg (1980).

The foroer seglect of these ftems seems 20 have been largely due
to the fact chat thelir appesrance is for the most part lisited to con-
versation, a4 use of lasguage fteelf neglected until falrly receatly
(despite widespread avallabilicy of tepe recorders since the 1950%s).
But the difficulties discourse particles can present viwn exsained by
introspection have mo doubt alse been an odetecle o research. Ques~
tions to Inforsents cooceraing the use or msanisg of v for axample,
ATe apt T0 provoke omly pustlesent or o list of exsnples. It will be
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sugpested below that there sy be & deeper reason for these Introspec~
tive difficulties than the comonly noted tendeacy for such Items to
be spoken more or less uncessclomaly,

During the last decade, in vhich Interest in the structure of
cooversation has increased encroously, the shwer frequency of these
itens 1= talk sod the Jack of an afequate account of thefr function
bave led 2o several serfous Iavestigations. All this recent work be-
gins free the »o longer disputed cbecevatlon that such Stems differ
from aach othar In distribution sasd wse and 50 cannot BSe simply re~
parded an 'flllern’, The studies cov avallable can be divided into two
broad categories, sccording to the type of dates vand. Stwlien of the
first type are based almost eoticely on Intuitive evidential state-
mente (e.g. Jases 1972, 1973, 1974, 1978; R, Lakoff 197); Rines 1977;
Metray 197%9). The sost ssbitious work of this kind s that of James,
wvho has described the sesantic and distridutfonal properties of such
itema a% oh, ah and say In some decail (refercing to them as 'inter-
Joctions ' ~~the traditional categorization for forms resisting inclusion
tn the ‘sentential’ vord classed. Asother group of sctudies strempts to
Lisolate the conventicoal functions of discocras particles by examining
theldr use In tapes and sranscripes of natwral comversation. Isportans
studies of this kisd have been carried out by Crysca’ and Davy (1973),
Goldberg (1530}, Svartvik (1980) and Sehiffrin (1981b), Esch of e
stodies meationed so far will be discussed In more detall In following

chapters.

The present study will wae both recorded conversations and Intro-
spective dats 15 an attenpt o Ldentify a corte use for several dis~
course particles, It will be showm that when the dasic wee of each
iten Sas been correctly fsolated, s= understandisg of the variety of
discowrne functions 2t item is capable of ssrvisg procecds directly
from considering bow its core use is Interpretable in particelar coo-
versational contexts, In addition the tul functioe of discourse
parcticles vill be charscterieed by showing they consritete the

range of ceaventionallized responsss in Eaglish to vhat wil] be called

the problem of disclosure. Briefly, the disclosure probles Is that un~
expreassed thinkisg engaped In By conversants concurrent with their par-
ticipation In & conversation say be relevant to the display of thelr

overt bedaviors. It i claiwmed below that each discourse particle com~
sideored sediates In & specific wvay betveen the covert thinking of com=
versants and vhat they do in the vay of talk and other external behav-

iors.

Since 1n the position to be developed Lt vill be arveial 1o have
establinhed that comversants do in fact esgage 1o uneapressed thinking-«
end Decause moat Lreatwents of conversational bedavier elther conve-
niently ipgnore or specifically exclude wvhat 1s wexpreased--it will be
of wan hare to briefly reviev the Isportecce of the “"fnvisible' sspects

of conversation.



1.2, Covert Thinkisg in Conversstion

As & rule, conversscta &on't say alowd everyrhing that crosses
thair minda; they select some "sental cootects’ an approgriate to
verbalize and retals others as laagpregriate; or thought may be Cesporarily
‘shelved' and incroduced later vheo--pethape through deliberate attempta
ot redirecting the conversation-«its verbalizstion appropriate.
It is wonilsporcant to the real satter of this distinction between talk
sad covert thought vhether viut 18 deferred or left unexpressed is
‘silest speech’ of some form of neallinguistic or quasilisguistic mental
sctivity; 1n elther cane vhat gets spoken is snly part of vhat comes
Lo mind.

There are obvicusly aspecta of coswersatlosal bebavior that are
noaspostanesus. The turn-taking syates say be deld partly sccountable:
wvell<behaved speakocs aren’t free to practice s abscluts extesporaseity,
speaking thelr ainds vhon soved 0. Frequeatly they bide thelr tise,
awvaliting & proper sosent to issert vhat they hawe to say. The nuserous
redent explorations of conversational structure B soclologists (Sacks,
Schagloff, Jeffurson, and cthera) have Seen helpful 1o establishing
that apeakers 40 noc in general volce thoughts vhen they will, buc
judiciowaly retaln, shape, resbape, of place them (o ways that often
display coosiderable gasessanship, There La room vithin the tonus!
of a cooversation for suchk private thought. WNe fors overall jodgsents,
plan provisicnal responses, rask and revise Lthem, store geestlons,
foresee the need for further conversaticos, and so om, ard rowtinely
4o these thisgs while somecoe alse is talking, or while we ourselves
hold the turn.

Sprakors sosetimes rt thoughte an hayving occurred covertly
during talk %y istroducing LY sohoequent verbalizstion of thew with
% prefix like those 1a (1):7

(1) 1 thought of this while you werv/I was talking ...

1 wan golng o say ...
Your mentlocoing cholera & moswnt ago reminded me ..

Naturally, speakers are free to thiak viile bolding the tern or vhile
being sddressed, It i not unacoeptable, and 1s ofcen expected, that
we ponder what 1is sald, and we may affect this by head scratching or
chis pulling, an well as by the comslidered respons ivesess of vhat we
w5y, Private thought Is omly troublesome If It becoses preccowpatiom,

leems like Whas the worid: represent anather way speakers natural-
L2e covert thou nto r spooch, though here the subcurrent
of thoughs is ostensibly verbalized as 1t occurs, The dual statua of
these uttermmces has been discussed s, Using them, the
speaker “renders readily scewssible to vitnesses vhat he choosss te
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Sssips to hin Leward state™ (Goffmen 1978:794). Mettering ia much the
“ine "“)o

There Ix of course also suntal activity (avelved in the routine
proceasing of spewch. BSeyond the baslec cognitive processes Lnvelved
in product ton snd comprebenslon, we draw Inferences, devise and o~
tice lmplicatures, reccantrwet the Largeta of swpeech errors, distin-
Rulsh given and nev, recover material elided in ritwalized encownters,
take note of lurking preswpposit tona, ddentify denigrations, aod mar-
shal various other moaltorings and pragaatic operations the sxtont of
which Ls apt to be grossly underontimeted If ve look only at solicery.
Wnsituated motences, While daslc tognitive procesalng (s sutusatic
and wmconsciows, sany sspects of linguietiec procvsning can b consclouss
iy woted asd yerballaed or oot, an the speakor <hooses.

It fs clear, then, that vhat ve call speakers are also thinkers,
vith ose foot in the collatorative world of talk, asd the other in the
internal vorld of chelr thooghes, vhich they may, or not, choose to

The inaccessibility of covert thisking to the researcher s what
Ma somctines been called the problem of 'istentlon’, "sesning', or
‘socivation’ (see Duncan end Fiske 1977:17). Conversation analysts
are for the wost pars? limited to working with what 1s said or deoe ra-
ther than what 1s thought, and to the extent that conversants theme
salves find each other's thoughts isdiscernible, 1t has seemed doth
pecesnary and fair to researchers 1o resteice their attention to vhat
is audibly and, Lf video equipmest is used, visibly expressed. It
nevertheless remains true that there {s a covert subcurrent of thought
"Peseath’ the speech and other overt debavier of participants in &
conversation, and that the course of their thoughts fs st entirely
fdentical to the course of thelr talk, let aline fully sccessible to
the most talested rescarcher,

The Blas of rwsearchers tovard vhat (s menifest s often siaply
sdopted as a sethodological principal (e.g. Dwmcan and Fiske 1972:10);
or, &5 In the vork of Sacks, Schegloff, and others, it may Be taken to
define the range of phenomens wnder i{mvestigatfon:

Our analysis has sought to explicate the ways in which the matert-
als are prodeced by mesBers in orderly vays that exhibit their or-
derliness, Mave their orderliness appreciated and used, and have
that appreciated and displayed and treatod as the basis for subse-
quent action (Schegloff and Sacks 1970:290).

Even in comversational analyses swpposedly lisited to "observables’,
hovever, the rescarcher sust often engage In guessvork, Stedies of
this kind are peppered vith qualifters necossary bocasse viat 1s dia~
played by conversaats permits multiple fnterprecaticns all consistent

vith their talk.
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W¥hat s urmanifested 1s ot entirely exclodable from the asaly~
sls of cooversstion, then, but nefther-~practically speaking-~can L
be fully included. The middle grownd, thowgh an wosectled ove, 1s to
acknoviedge the existence and fsportance of covert thinkisg to vhat s
said and done by conversasts, and also to acknowledge the difficelties
in ascertaining the detalls of thelr covert mental sctivity., This
tespered polnt of viev seems to characteriss mach of the work of Car-
finkel and Coffman (see, expecially, Carfinkel 1972).

1.3  Three "Vorlds' of the Spesker

Though some conversation soalysts may, for practical reasons,
exclude covert thisking from consideratiocn, speskers do not. To de-
scride the position of the Individual participant o & comversation, &
tripartite model seems essenctial, The cowvert thisking of the speaker,
vhat that speaker has presently in mind and may, or not, 4isclose, wvill
be referred to delow as the gn?o worid; vhat 1s on display as talk
and other behavior om the part of conversants asd {s thas available to
both the speaker and some other{s) will be called the d; and
the covert thinking of othar conmversants, vhich {a inv «todt
speaker, vill be called the ether world, This terminclogy is applica-
ble squally to any of the participants in a cooversaticn, so that vhat
is private world for ome comversant msay be be other werld for sose
other conversant,

That conversants should be described s orienting to the exist-
ence of thwae thres different spheres of information s certainly not
A revolutionary clais, though 1t seems that conversants are not ofcem
conceived of in this way and are sore often simply viewed as the smre-
focturers of the talk vhich is taken, by the rescarcher, to be of pri-
mary interest. A notable exceptics to this latter temdency is R,
Lakoff (1976), vhare ve are reminded that langsage 1s not only used to
present information about the 'real world', but also to sncode 'inter-
nal' taforsation,®

Theare will be repeated occastion In later chapters to refer to the
tripartite modal of the speaker's world just proposed, The disclosute
probles discussed above, which will be the banis for understanding
ftems such a l’h. woll, sad y'know, can be restated in the context of
this nodel aa follows:

The D!xlo!ue lggi.z Cuttent undisclosed material in the pri-
vate other worlida say de relevant to vhat the speaker is now
doing, or has juat now done, or vill Just now be daing, in the
shared vorld.

In the discession that follows 1t will be helpful to heep in
mind that the 'comtents’ of the shared world differ In important re-
spects from those of the two covert worlds. Material spohes inte the
stared wvorld may be strategically placed there and is subject to vhat

Sacks gt a]. have called reciplent fesign:



-‘-

& multitude of respocts fn vhich the talk by & party 1s & Cconversas
tion 48 comatructed or designed in ways vhich display sn orieata-
tfon and seeafeivicy 1o the particular other(n) vho sre the co-pare
ticipants (3974:727).

Moreover, speskars are constraleed by the sequential roquiroments of
coaversat lom, Ansvers, to take & vell-worked ecxanple, are comt ingest
wpon questicns; or, more precisely, viat follows a question should be
placed there vith seasitivity to the conditioned relevance of an -
swar At that point (wee Coffmam 1976 for & fuller discusaion), The
Tecent lliterature on corversational tepaler also Lllustrates the stras
tegic mature of some comtributtoos of talk, Speabers repgularly fafl
to iaftiate repalr on amother's repatrable utterance unti) Lt becomes
obvious that the repalrable will sot be self-corrected by fta spenker
(Schegloff ot al,, 1977), On other occastions participants choose not
to fnitiste repalr oo some cbviouely repairable ftes (Shegloff et al.
19771375 vefer to these occanions as ‘cpportunities NOT TAKEN"), pos-
aibly becasse the repair, which would fnvelve work by both parzfes,
doesn't seem vorth the trewhle, or because repaly sight lsplicate dis-
sgressent, In thess situatioms-~delayed repair and intent fonal nom-
repale~~it sppears that thiskiag s Jelt tesporarily wexpressed in
the first case and altogether waexpressed 1o the second,

The shaured world is In general ome In WBich vhat s placed there
is intendedly understandable by intericcstors based on their shared
keovledge, Including dbaoviedge of vhat das sarlier, and just, been
said and done by them In the conversation,

In contrast--though hare we have only Jdifficolt 1agcospect Lons
to guide ua-cumespranaend thougdt seems HOL (0 rusfect megwntial and
Foliteness corventlons povernisg talk by bebaving conversants, and
peedn't b explicis, complete, or well-formed, since 1t Ls not destgned
or destined for presentation in the shared vorld, The sitwation in
the covert worlide would appesr to b altogethar less Inhibited than are
external bebaviors. "Free' sssocisttons are certaialy possible;
fhoughts may be tangeatial 1o the prescat conversation of cven AP~
parently unrelated to 4t, Talk and thought, though cccurring iu the
sane speaking sftustion, need tot run parallel. It may even be Lnap-
propriste to speak of "the course of thinking' as 1f 1t possessed »
cobesiveness and structural Integrity sisilar to vhat appears in
sweech, It would be preferable to use & very peneral ters Jike ‘state
of consciousness” (Keller 1981) or "isternal state' (R, Lakoff 1914)
to refer to covert thinking rather than suggest, ss 48 Colderg (1978
3¥) that covert thinking constitutes 4 separate unspoken comversation
concurrent vith wvhat s actually satd, or thet vhat appests an talk is
stmply 4 selection froa sch an internal conversation or senologee.
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In the discusnion of discourse particles, the question of routi-
ofsation arises constantly. Many such ftems have come to be o close-
iy associsted with particular discourse sftuatioss that they may be
considered conventicasal respomsca to these nituations. For exasple,
vell, with lowrising intosstion, 1s A convestional response to the
sitwation in vhich one conversant swaits sn overdus respooss from
another. Well, used in this way, may therefore be comsidered a roo-
tive (see Coulmas 1980). Routines are "Mghly comvestlonalized pre-
patterwed expressions lor single vords) viese occurrence s tied to
more of leas stendardized comsunication sitwattons™ (fhid., 3. The
seaning of ftems of verbal routioe is thowghe to diffur from that of
othar ooaroutine ftems In that the literal seaning say be outahowe,
ovarshadoved, or aven altogether obacured by cthe convent fosal wse of
the {tem, or the comventional wse may be takon to characterize the 1~
item to the total exclusion of any literal seanisg. The routine
bye, for exacple (see Clark aad French 1981; cf. Laver 191), occurs
in & specifiable discourse situstion (leave taking) and constitutes a
conventionalized response to this sitsation, but If we ask the mesning
of the item, informants balk, Either we sust adeit that the ftem lus
no particular seaning, or broaden the concept of meaning to include
convent fonal uses, vhich s, in offect, vhat lexticopraphers do with
items 11he this, Vebster's Collegiate liats coly the follewing brief
definition for goodbye: "& concluding remerk or gestwre at parting”,

Coodbye 14 a wpecial exasgle In two respectar Lt has a single
predominant routine wse, and it has mo discernidle literal meaning.
Neithar of these features cam be extended to rowtines in general.
Ofcen » single ftem Das sultiple uses, and often indeed a routine dows
Bave some specifiable literal seaning. The speaker vho repostedly
faswes the vord right vhile listening to & cosplicated set of Instrec-
ticos may well have a literal seaning of the ftes ("correct’) in mind
despite using the vord as a point-grasting reutine. It Ls wnlikely

that wch Toutines as how qi .mz. pﬁ care, and are entirely
devoid of literal meaning. . fgecdbye, for leave
taking, dbuc, comsonant with fte literal reading, is appropriace for
tesporary rather than permanent leave taking, MHow T even In its

basically phatle wse (ef. Malisowsh! 1946:248+2 can elicit & ve~
sponss relevant to its literal meaning.

It would be & mistake, though, to insist too stromgly on the 11~
teral seaning of routines, It & perfectly possible that om specific
occarions of wtterance their lfteral seaning 1s more or less dlaregarded
:n favor of thais rowtine fumction. The somctines lax ettention pafd
10 literal meaning of routines is exeoplifiod by the peculiar ftes
t could loss (Tannen asd Oztek 1981) which sometises replaces
I m‘zil CcAre !m. Tarnen and Ozteh claim that the interchangeabil~
ity of these twvo items 1lluvatrates the purely conventional mature of
the expressions asd thelr loss of all contact with 1iteral seanisg,
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Mt the literal seaning is sot really so far sway. For coe thing,
less 1s a vegative ftes Wiich, wunder the leas attentive conditions
wiiich routines tesd to be wttered, might itself be felt 5y the
peaker Lo coovey the missing sestential negaticn (note that comparas
tives in geseral seem to involve an internal segation; thus they ocour
vith negative polarity ftems: 1 t hun i for amother thing, 1t
is S1ffienit to isagine this eapression evolving st asy future point
into, for exanple T couldn't care more, 1 could leas, or I must
care lees; notice also that the occwrrence of Chis Ltes {n construc-
[ the 1 could cate lonsn nld speaks quite
strongly In favor of ¢ ten's retention of literal seaning,

in the dlscussion of like, vell snd y'know 1n the following chap-
cers, 1t vill b vecessary L0 heep in mind both the 1lkelthood of thelr
routintisatiom with different fusctions and the ccopatabilizy of this
routintzation with sach ften's having & basie or core wse vhich remaine
constant thouph all the routise functions of the (tem. The watchword
‘routine’ showld mot Be takem as a license to forget the basic lingulis~
tic value, f any, of an ltem, although this value, Lf there s one,
might be Yeas than fully presant in the wind of the speaker co & given
occasion of usterance, This notlion sesms toc be fsplicie in the follow~
ing «laim by Coulmas:

Every normal mesber of a speech cocsmumity can distinguish Toutine
wtterances {rom ldlosyscratic emes, Turtharmore, bhe hnows that ree-
tine usage affects the seaningfuiness of expresaions, and he hnove

whether o not an wtterance 18 10 be assigned the full force of jts
1iteral meantng (1581016; enplasis nine) .

As Coulmas notes, the degree of seaningfulness of an i1tem may de~
pend to an extent on its frequency of occurrence. The more an itew is
wsed routlinely, the more 1t 1s apt to lose comtact with fts litersl
seaning, sn fdes commesarated in the phrass ‘ceying volf®. In the casn
of the discouras particlun undet sty dare, the question is more ap-
propristely forsulated as One of waw rather thas meaning, but the gen-
etal poiat still holda, The postition taken i= the present stwdy is
that the banic use of sach &iscoutse particle discussed con be dools
matod by 1ts apecific routine functioms, but is never completely obli-
terated, resalne avaflable to scrotizy, and, sost {sportancly. dafines
the possibiltcies for the sultiple rowtine uses of the ften. This po-
sition Ls firat developed and sxenplified ia Chapter 3 with thm ilew
1ike.

1.5  Use of Specch Materials

Several types of data were used for this study. Materinln deslig-
nated KTS below are from tape recordings of radie talk shew converss-
tioms. Callers engage the show's Joet in a briefl discussien reinted to
the chosen topie for that ewening, of the doat ongages » celebrity
"guest caller' im conversatfes, Two iwportant features of thuse
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saterials are cthat kinesis plays no role since the callers and the bost
Cansot see sach other, and that the recordings theaselves are free of
any possible lovestigative bias becasse there 1s no persenal comtact
betveen tha investigator and elther callers or hoat,

Materials designated LAB ccosist of three extended dyadic face-
to-~face comversatices between friends (3 paira, 6 speakers total).
Pairs of friends were chosen TO cresate as relased a situstion as pos~
sidble, The subjects were seated in cosfortable chalrs & fev feat
mpart and were allowed to talk about vhatever they wished., Nelther
the tape recordor nor the researcher vere present in the room vhere the
conversat fons took place, though microphoses were present and visi-
ble. Judging b the Intinate sature of scee of the toplcs discussed,
the LAD conversants were probably ot mech Intisidated by the recoréd-
1og situation.” All six spesders were wndergraduate student volune
tears; all were native residents of central Ohio, The only selection
criterion was the pre-existing friendship of the mesbers of mach pair.

In sone cases below part of an ssalysis will be based oo Intul-
tive Jwignents of acceptability, bt because of the weil-know prob-
lems in interpreting such data, vierever fessible isgortant points are
1llustrated with several obsetrved exanples; In some cases, statinci~
cal evalustfons of discribution are also presented.

Exasples cited im the text sppear in different “reader's’' tran-
scription systesma, according to the source of the data, Examples
cited from published vork by other ressarchers (vith one exception
soted in Chapter 4) appear ia the transcription aystem used in the
quoted source, Exasples dravn from RTS and LAD saterizls appear (n »
resder’'s notation sisflar to that used fn Schenkess (1978), but with a
fev sodificaziona. Sysbols appearing In cited exangles are explained
iIn the List of Sysbols, Neader's transcription is intended to make »
conversat flon readily sccessible 1o the reader's eye. Mo attespt s
made to render fime phometic detall or to specify tha yelative timing
of ftems vith great scowracy.® Such transeript sotations nacurally
enbody sumerous claisms about vhat s significant in an exgerpted
streteh of talk and showld not be taken to represent & complete or ute
terly objective rendering of any conversation. Such transcripts do,
hovever, strive for the Inclestion of all and only those vocal seunds
eccurring in a conversation, and they do purport to accurately indicete
the identicty of the speaker responsible for each particular contyibe~
tion of talk., The transcription aystems in widest use also permit the
transcriber to Indlcate uncertalmey with regard 1o materials that are
portially imaudible or othetwise prodlemat ic,

The linited wae in this study of statistical analyses of large
nusbers of Instences of the ftems wader study has proved successful
endugh to suggest the general vasfulness of this type of data in per-
foraing analyses of comwersation structwure, The general objectlion to
quancitacive anaiyses of Individual conversational ftems (voiced, for
example, In Schagloff 1981) 1s that the ftens cannot be profdectively
extracteod from thelr individual situstions of uttersace~-that s, that



- 10~

they cancot be fully appreclated vithout exmmising their position in
the extended, sequentially organised body of talk of which they are
perts. This objection to the use of qguantitative analysis {s 811«
founded insofar as 11 asswmes that discourse ftems are to be entirely
understood I terms of their role in particelar conversational com-
tents. 0o the analysis of these (tems proposed Selov, atcention is
paid to the poasibility that wuch items say Bave a spectiiable lin-
quistic wae wiich may pevern thelr distributlon with respedt Lo adja-
cent linguistic ltems aod strectures, It seems very lihely that the
entire ares of conversatlional studien can Denefit froe a mote gquanti~
tative approach. It As alsoat alvays poessible 1o test the conclusicon
derived from micro-noguantial anslyses of the svet done by Schegloff,
Jeffetnon and othars thtough the statistical esaminat lon of Slstribu-
tiona! pradicticas based ca thass conclssions, An aduirably clear and
valwable example Is provided by Clark and Freach (1981).

1.6 Outline of Pesainisg Chapters

in Chapter I & class of 1temn referted to an evincives (o thar~
sccorieed; these sTe lexical ftews the primary function of which fs to
eahibit the exintance of unmaprensed thinking ot a particular scewnt of
utterance without displaying this thinking tn dJecall, Most of the
items discwnned In lster chapters are evincives In this sense. Az an
fllustration of the evincive nature of ftess sech ot well and oh, their
lmm in one particalar discourse context, quotation, Is discussed

,‘““bs

Chapters 2, &, and 5 discuss particular discourse ftems (llke,
vell and y'keow, uwuwly) viose basic wan is Telated to the
closure #n, Liko and well are evincives, but y'bmow, vhile sini-
lar te ardisary evincives 1n seem respecing Is m.&i o thw disclo-
sute probles in a differest way.

Chapter 6 cootaine general remacks o= lthe, well and y'know und
¢iscusses 1nplications of the propesed trestasst for theories of eon-
versat lonal behavior aad for semantic theory. These three ftems are
relsted to others, inclwding nov, I sean, sind you and several 1tess
sost commonly referred to a8 interjeccions, These items are compared
o each other In relation to the tripartite sedel of the spoaker's viewv
proposed In Chapter | and to the general prodles of disclosure that Is
describable im terms of that sodel. A wseful frasevork essrpes that
could be used 10 conpare vays In vhich the disclosare prodblem I hao-
died 1n other languages.




ll\u term s appatently due to Coffasn. In his words:

Ve owe to any soclal sitwation In wvhich we find ourselves, evidesce
that ve are reasonably alive to vhat is already in ft--and further~
more 1o vhat may ariss, vhether on schedule or unexpectedly, If
need for ismediate acticm is required of ws, wve will de ready-—if
not wobilized, mobilizable ... If sddreased by anyone in the situa-
tion, ve showld not have far to go to respond (1978:791).

Sach prefises only fscidencally tell us that thought occurred dure
ing speech. Thelir primary use is to wsber in material no longer ob-
viously relovant to vhat has just occurved in the comversation. As
such they are provisicss for violating the convestios that what coe
says ought to be discernibly or inferrably relatable to vhat precedes
it In the conversation (Crice's Maxis of Relevance).

lhbouh Tannem (1979) has experisented with playing tapes of con~
versat fons back to thoas vho participated is them and asking them to
explain thelr reactions. The principal limitatfon of this isvestiga-
tive ool 1s obviows: there s no wvay to check the sccuracy of hind-

.‘“'

‘ﬂnu are several interesting parallels between vhat s proposed
bere an & framevork for the study of discourse particles and that pro-
posed in R, lakoff (1974). VFor example, the notiom that moat ses~
tences “give clues, 1n ome way of amother, as to dow, precisely, that
utterasce s to mediate between the speaker's mestality and the real
wrld cutside” (p. XVIILi-1) s parallel to the clals in the present
stody that sote linguistic ftems wediate between the private and the
shared vorlds. An fsportant &iffarence between thase two approaches
involves the noncomgrulty of Lakof('s (ntermal world/real worid die-
tisction and the distinction detween private snd shared worids in the
present work, The private world coosaists of the current umespressed
thoughts of the speaker in conversation (excluding the contents of
senory) , and the notfon shared world is aleo relevant to & particelar
moment In & particular comversation and bhas nothing directly to do with
the notion "informatfon sdhout the veal world' (see R, Lakaff 1974;

xViI-1).
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’lt does, though, sosetines occur that & speaker carries on v
Iines of talk in the same conversational “space’; for example, »
speaker oay Intersperoe exchanges vith & distant Interiocucor vith
quietly muttored self-addranned remarks.

‘l\nc appear to be legal prodlems vith recording talk shows, Im
informal compulitat lon wvith Unfversity lawvysrs ! learned that anomymous
callers Lo puch shows can later object to the use of Lapes or Lras~
scripta of thelr spoecch belng usped for purposes boyosd those original-
ly intended by them In caliing the talk show, Rights of radio sta-
tioms to control the wee of what they Broadcast may also be &t fssve,
kTS exanplos appearing in this dissertation have been sitered o con-
ceal thelr source, Every attespt has been sade not Lo alter festures
of examples ther are crucial to the analysis.

71\- seoning casualness of thease conversations is not mentioned in
support of their suicabilicy as data, The three particles receiving
sajer attentica fn this study are by no moans pecullar to casual
spoech. If aaything, thelr occurrence is provoked by mere formal
speaking situations. Im the ATS suterlals, for exasple, lihe, well,
and y'know eccur in large nusbers even though callers are pre y
svare that vhat they say is delng overheard by & large section of the

community 1= which they live.

‘bdw'c crasmctiptn 40 make an sttespt to correctly isdicate the
point of onsnt of overlapping material with respect to vhat s over-
lapped, and, sometises, o fndicate the point ar vhich the overlap
ends. bt only crude attespts, through word spacing, are ever made to
indicate vhat precisely owerlaps vhat during the poriod of the overlap
fteell, Transcripts 4iffer videly in how accurately pavses are indi-
cated, Sometimes pauses are recorded to within ,] second; sometioes
the pausss are younded off to the swareet Jalfl sccond or vhole second:
but often they are not indicated at all. Moreover, reader's tram~
scripes ave mot usually accompanied by a statesent of the degree of

their temporal accuracy.



2.1 Isterjections as Evinclives

According to Jases (1974:1-5), traditional descriptions of iwm-
terjections usually sestion twe defisitive characteristics: (1) fores
of this class express sose stroag esotion on the part of the apoaker,
and (2) they bear no clear grasmatical relstiomabip to othar olements
is tha sentences in which they occur. The comcern of this chapter s
wvith the first of theme putative characteristica. The clals that emo-
tion fs vhat is fnvolved vith these ltesa will be re-exanined and o
reformulation proposed that captures their relation to disclosure

(Chapeer 1).

While 1t Is tree that interjections are usually vieved as grom-
matically independent expreasions of atromg emotion--and this sewmn
patently trwe of sueh [tems as ouch--traditional descripcions mention
other featutres of this clase as well, Jespersen, for example, offers
this definitton: "isterjections are abrupt expressioms for swiden sen~
sations and esotioms™ (19223:415): and Fries descrides interjections as
“"spontanecws Teactions to situations swidenly confroating the speaker™
(1952:f026). Based on thase quotations from Jespersen and Fries, &
third component of the tradicional definition of Interjections can be
identified. This feature is hinced at in ctheir words “abrept', “wed-
den™ sad “spontanecus™: Interjections are somehow tied to the spesher's
present internal state, of to wse the terninology proposed in Chapter
1. these quotations suggest that interjectioms are reflections of the
private vorld,

A fourth posaible component of the defimition mmerges in & for-
ther clals by Fries (1952:5)) that the meanings of interjections are
to be "inferred from the aitwations in which they wsually occur ™. As
mant foned in Chapter 1, James Das arpwad that some Interjections do
have & particular meaning that persiste regardless of their context of
occurrence, but 1t will be clatsed belov that there is rooethelons
sooe truth to vhat Pries ssys., While many isterjections do have »
specifiable mmaning, part of their seaning is dependent in an Inter-
esting way oo Interprecation in context.

The fdea that vhat s exprossed By interjections is “strong omo~
tlon™ 1s incorrect. James (1974) noticed that some interjections,
soch a5 o8 (In some uses t0 Be discussed below) and well, do mot seem
to sapress strong emotion, It will Be argued below that a
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greveralication that does characterioe & large madber of ftess tradl~-
ticeally called intarjections is that they indicate sose fors of uness
pressed thinking o= the part of the speaker.

The clales that interjeceions Indicete umexpressed thinking, that
they are womehww abrupt or spontsseous in that they reflect the current
speaber's pressat internal state, and that they ace ashject to & cer~
taln amount of contextual Interpretacion wvhile nevertheless haviag »
specifiable core use, can be caprured by comideriag interjecticam to
be evincives, where this tarn iy defined as fallovs:

EVINCIVE: a linguintic ftem’ that fndicstes that at the moment at
witich 12 s sald the speaker Is engaged tn, or Das jwst thes been
engaged In, thinking; the evincive ftem Indicates thar this thinking
s now occurriag or Ras Just mew occurred but does mot cospletely

specify fts content.

According to the progased definlcton, evincives are tled to the
present moment of utterance, Thia important point deserves slabara«
tion. Itema like sha are not sisply expressivns of the existence of
undisclosed thought But espress sosething shout the QUIrest contents
of tha private world, There is no cccanion (anide from ment lom) on
vhich this ftem cen be wsed other thas as & dirvect reflection of the
spraker's state of mind at the moment of utterance, Even If the icem
is attributed to scococe in & quotaticn,

(1) John ssid, "Aha, the century plant Sloomed™,

it L wndarstood 1o reflect the current contents of the quoted spesh~

or's mind st the Tetrowpectively quoted soment of utterance. In this
way 1tems llhe aba differ froe Ltems Like Nappy, vhich are sot tied

30 the curreat or quoted mocaent of utterance!

(2) 1 wvas happy Lo see you,

While ttems | ke =ay sash undisciossd thinkinag, 1t (s not their
specific functlon Lo 0, and they do vor Indicate undisclosed
thinking.

Tha cors evincive s chosen here rather than (nterjection so that
the torm used for thess ftems will adequately reflect the fact that
some of vhat is sentissed or "drought up' by uaing such ftess remaine
in the private wfu. Evincives are [lags sarking the presence of
unapohen thought.* This feature of evincives will become clesr In the
following discussion of particular ftems, and also underltes the die-

cussion in later chapters.

The distinction betwewn interjections and discourse particlies or
parkers has been lost in the foregoling discusaion. This merger was
intestional. There s already an overlap BDetwecn ftema that go by
thase different names. Jones, for example, refars to and now
as interiections, vhile the sane itema sre consfdered discourss partis
clen or markers by Goldberg (1980) and Schiifein (1981a), It stwuid Be
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cophasized, though, that the intesticn here in using the term evincive
1s not caly to avoid the terminclogical prodlem, Set to clarify the
basic nature of these ftems. It 1s feplied that thelir status as evin-
cives 1s more basic than either their sesberahipy in the traditiosal
vord class interjecticas or thelr role is structuring discourse,

The evincive items in linguistic systems esuble speakers to en~
presa the Inportance of what they have in =mind at & particular point
in & conversation, without fully displaying their thinking., Ver ex-
mple, the evincive well, as vill be argued at leogeth in Chaprer &,
Indicates that the speaker, st the poist at which che item (s wttered,
is consuicting his or har then present thoughts, but does not specily
the exact nature of these thoughts. The need for evinclives sk o
E]l arises primarily from a geseral restriction on conversatfonal be-

vior forsulated is one clause of Crice's Maxim of Quantity: "Do sot
-I-s your comtribution sore (nforsative than Is required” (Crice 1973:
45)7. It is often relevant for a speakar to Bring wp that sceething
s in mind, Dut not o bring wp exactly vhat s in mind. For example,
the speaker fasuing well before a conaldered reply to a question re-
frains from displaying for imterlocutors all the soessential detatlls
of the rmimations that lead to the ansver; to seation the details
sight iaplicate, possibly to the detriment of communication, that
these detalls are viewed by the speaker as significant esough to men-
tica ('worth sentfoning').

Becauny they are tied to the moment of utterance, evincives have
an added virtue! they enable speakers to esablish the tineliness of
vhat they have In nind vith respect to the nessured delifvery of their
utterances. Thus the use of =a ftem Itke ab in comversation establish-
e that the mosnt of utterance (of cotresponds Lo the occutrence
of some covert sental event (ah s disoussed further belew)i that Is,
it establishes the real time locus of some sentionable cowert mental
evont that may come up in the shared vorld ealy later In the conversa~
tion. Consider the following Bypothet ical sxchange:

(3) Az There were four concerts today, all in the evening.
B AW That explaina vy Chris dida’t cooe to the meeting:
she sust Bave Deen asked 1o work om one of the sowmd crevs,

This use of marks as occwrcing after A's vord o 4 mental
event of B3's vhich is then delizeated by B's emaving talk, Tine
elapses during the explanation of B's covert thinkisg, but through the
use of ah, the wnderlying thought iteelf s marked as occurring at
precisely the relevant spot. BEvincives are therefore of edvious use
In establishing the apeaker's accomtabilicy. To say

(4) I didn'c make the phoce call you asked me to.
can be quite different {yom saying
(3) Oh! 1 didn'c make the plone call you sbed me to,
since oh In (3) can ba used to 1ndicate that » thought sxpresssd In



the sentence following ob {mt entered the speaker's bhead and thereby
teplicate that the speaker's fallure to make the call wvas due to fer-
petfainess, sot malevolent intent,

Evizcives =2 a class are therefore capadle of two general and 1n-
portant Ffenctioms in comveraation: most fundamentally, they cstabdblish
the cocoversational rolﬂom--h( ot the dotalleg--of wdisclcsed
thinking by the speskar; and they cam mark the real tise mosent of
occwurrence of that thinking o order to astadlfish the tiseliness of a
speakar's reaction. These ftems thus respoad to the disclowure prob-
lem and to the incomgruity of the warestricted flow of mental events
in the privace world and the restricted flow of talk In the shared
world, Section 2.7 exsnines the way in vhich these related propert les
of evisciven can B used 1o @xplatn cheir function In directly res

poreed speech.

2.2 Evincives in Quotatlons

Yo {iluaterate the role of svipcives, 1t iz instroctive ¢O0 sxamine
thaly wse In A particular conversat lonal sitwatlon Ia vhich they cccur
vith great freoquency, An exanination of the speech materials used for
this study revealed that large susbhers of evincive ftems occur as the
first ftem in direct qutacions, as in

(6) DRobert satd, “Well, posturs is Inportant™,
£2) Amn sald, "Oh, ! don"t think Malehus was an Aserican®™.

2.2.1 Mell and Oh is Quotatfons

A corpus of 3N comversatiomal guotations was assesbled from the
RIS and LAB saterdals and several published data sources (fn Sudscw
1972, Sedenkedn 1978, Chafe 1980, and Schiffrin 1981a). ALl clear in-
stances of quotation in sach source were Included. In this corpes well
and oh occur quite frequently in quote-initial poaition. These two
items begin 74 of cthe 328 quotations (22.6%; cof. Table | below),

Well ta In general foumd In coovversation sore ot the beginnings
of spoaking twrne than In other positions. Svartvik (1980:18%), for
exanple, resarks that half of the well's 1n o large cotpos of Britiah
Tnglish convernation he stwdied vere cumn-initial; the other Ralf were
distriduted betwean varioos other positions, Surveying one 8,000 wocd
LAD ¢mnauu. 50 vell®s vere found, of viich 23 (46X) are zurn-
Inttiald®, o figure comparadle to Svartvik's escimate. Of the remaining
27 well’s, 10 are qoote-initial. As shown in Table §, well s sipnifi-
cantly wore 1ikely to ocowr inftfal in & turn-internal quotation than
in twrn-initial position, the positiom in wvhich occurs moat fre~
guently overall, The altuaticon Is essestially same for oh: there
is again a sigeificant disparity betwveen the twe positions in the 41~
drection of there beling mote inatances of the Stem beginning quotes

thas speahing turns.
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TAMLE §
and Quote Initial Sell ssd Oh i a Conversatiom

Turn
of 3% Turns Including 62 Turs Intersal Quotations

~Oh Vell Coab imed
Tutn Initial 12 ) 3
Quate Initial : ] 10 19

Chi-square valuas (df=1):
Ccosbined: 16.%9 (pc.001)

#

When quote-inicial ftems are exanised in general, many other ap-
parently svincive ftems are feund In the same poaitica. Table 2 I1s a
st of the interjeccions occwrring in quote~initial poaicion (wsing,
in most cases, the clsss sesberahip assigned to thess ftems in
Webster's Third).

TANLE 2
111 Quote Inftfal Interjections in & Corpus of 328
Conversational Quatatioes

well (AY) wm (2) had  lowdy VU0 =000 =000
oh (27) M (2) whoa Buxz
bhoy () [$::) (2) :: [wne]

e () " poof
aha (2) ah wv )
o (2) eh tak  MHEOMMhES

. ——— s et eesteee——— —— s

Aa appacent frem this table, Jwat over a third of the gquotations
begin vith an Interjection (JAX). The usual rate of occurrence of in-
terjections, based o LAB-A turs beginnings, Is 133 (44/337). Thus
overall difference Is aignificaat ot p £.00) (chi-sguare 40,18 df=]).
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Some expleanstion is vequired for the prepordecance of interjec-
tions In quote-initial position as cpposed to other discourse posis
tions. This shewing 1is counteristultive on the assumptlion that quota-
tions are direct reporte of acteally occowrring talk.? If qeotations
are factual repores, the Incidence of iniftial Interjections tn geita-
tions should be no higher thae 1n unquoted utterances. Bat the assump-
tion that quutatioms are factual reports is in fact unvarvanted,

Theee s such evidence that quotation could not be literal. This I
clear [rom nuserows experiments In vhich nelther short~ nor loag-ters
semory has proved accesstble for strictly werbatin detal]l vien thers
Mas been no attempl AL wverbatis sesurization (ewe Quirh asd Svartvik
1964, Sachs 1947, Marttn and Strange 18, Creanbaum 1970, Crecobaum
and Quick 1970, Martia 197)), Moreover, speckers seem to Dave & tagit
urdarstanding of thelr lisitatfons Ia this regard and permic aach other
Lo present as directly quoted material differing saimportantly f(rom
vhat may Bhave actually been sald; 2 plausible equivalent con pass

s direct quote.

Since In casval talk no one expocts quotations teo be exact, os-
dinartily B's response is (8) would be hward ss wduly strisngentc:

(8) A: ...50 I saked Narvey for the time, and he satd, "Arownd
four thirty™.
Bi I vas thare at the tine, and vhat be really satd vas,

"About balf past four,"

In fact, vhen speaders quate verbatin, they tend, &f 1t macters, to
mark vhat they say accordingly:

(%) Eve satd, ond thase vere hwr axect vords, "Pugsdy sichens ",

Since quoted speech is partly comstructed anyway, the occutrence
of move initial Incterjections within quotations then occur outaide
them in mot paradoxical, Speakers may fnaert thase itess for scoe
reason vien they cosatruct guatatlons. The queation that then arlises,
of course, is why they would do so,

Here 1t I8 helpful te enlist the features of evinclives seot losed
in the provious sectlion. Ooe feature of these items ix that they es-
tablish the existence of the speaber’s undisclosed thoupht vithout
displaying 1t is datall. This aspect of evincives sales them potes-
tially quite wseful in contextuslizing guotations vhich are, afcer all,
pleces of scopresent situations. Evincives sitwate the quotetlons and
the quoted speakar by portraying the speaker as "vith though ' and spe-
cifying the gunezal quality or cast of the speadar's thought at that
point. It Is to the reporting speaker's advantage to prepare the
groend om which a qutation can have 1ts desired force by sstabitshing
the quoted speaker as present in and sindful of the (recalled or fma-
gined) proceedings--aa Integral, that s, to the sitvation frowm vhieh
the quotation is drewm, By saing particular evincives, the quating
spesker can o this very sasily, and In & sesber of specifiably differ~
ent vays. The most popular cholces by far are well end ob, though they
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are sisply the sost statistically prominent sesbers of & falrly large
class of items the functionm of which 1s to sediate betwwen wnd isclosed
thinking and overt behaviors. Using these fores, speakers can, AL A
single stroke, Bring the tenor of thelr thoughts and the fect that thay
are, or have just Been, thinking, into play in the conversation, vith-
out exhibiting wwecessary detail. This function of eviacives wvill be

reforred to as backgroundieg,

Az 3 backgrounder, vell (see Ohapter &) indicates that the speak-
or in "with' sental contents ot the somant of utterisg well, and, sore
specifically, that the speaker is comauliting these mental contents,

The discusstion of oh, the secord moat frequently occurring item in
Table 2, wwst take inte account at least two distinct items Jdesignated
by Jases ob; and « Ohy, according to Jamas, indicates that the

sposker has just avare of something--a plece of information, »
sulden strong esotion, or that s/he should perform some speech act
(James 1974:37). indicates that the speaker has pavsed to make &

decinion or cholce Setween altermatives, no one of which ix the cor-
rect, right, or accurste one (Ibid., 84); becawse it means this ohy a)-
s0 tends to express casualness. Examples of ohy and ohy sppear in (10)

(10) Oh! What & lovely 4rill press!
(11) Sander would probably go for, oh, & alce bordeaux.

Oh; 1s clearly evincive: it Isdicates that scom thought has just new

cccusred but does not, itself, express what the thought s, . also
evincive, indicates that alternatives are wnler consideration doas

ot specify them, Typlcally, but not alvays, ob; s followed By an ex-
planation; ohy normally is mot,

Janes motes that ohy can OCCUr 1IN response £o A statemant; It
then indicates that the speaker 414 not hoow the informatice in the
statesent!

(12) A; ...% this atpesent proves that Quantifier-Float f»
glodal.
B: Oh, (James 1974:28)

Merw the evincive functios of oh s preespted by A's stateseot--what
oh evinces precedes it inm plaln view,

James wontions & third use of oh (Mereafter ohy) which abe claims
1s close to oby But seems to Indicate only casualness:

{13) AL Thare sure arcn't very samy people here.
B: Oh, more people vill probadly come, (lases 1974:25)

Ohy, though sore casual, $a wery similar in use Lo vell and thus also
appears to be evincive.

The wae of oh in quotations wswally involves coh,, though at
tines it 1s hard to distinguish ohy from ohy, The ﬁt-
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grownding function of oh) is to provide that the wpeaker has just no-
ciced something; It theredy sstablishes the speaker as present asd
windfully rescting In the sitvacion of the quoted utterance. Both
well and ob ars tied to the particular present soment of utterancs of
he quoted speaker. Because of this, their wse has the affect of in-
voking or ‘cresting’ the moment at vhich the uwtterance occurred, and
80 providing a 'living" context fur the quote. Becavse forms 1ike
well and oh are reflections of the private vorld, they wstablish the
stence of thet vorld with respect to thae quoted speaker and thus
portray that speaker as sosetse vith seatal contests contribucing Is
an ordinary wvay to the shared world and also engaging In wdisclosed
thinking. The claim, than, is that the occurrence of »o0 many evin-
civen in quote-initial position fs due to thelr insertiom there by
quoting speakets as a foutise part of the process of of coostructing
quotations: sueh ftess are eptional Bet are frequently Imserted quote-
inttially becacse they background the quotatics, snhancing the vaeful-
sean of the gquotation to the quotisg speaker's communicative purpose.

Many of the other ftema in Table 2 are aloo evincive, and po
serve the sawe functicom, but sach in a slightly different way. The
sussces bey, often fowsd preceding a vocative, Ls the third must fre-
quent fzem In Table 2. Susmonses seck attention bet also indScate
haviog in mind goowthing to say of do:

(1&4) WHey! Wand e chat seviet wresah,

The summons itsalf doos not present thoughts but evincos them as co-
vertly there. For this resscon a felicitous swmmons precedes somm
indication, Tingutstic or othervise, of the speaker’s Inteotion im
fssulng i1t. Beginning » quotation, by spocifies that the quoted
speaker vished to mabke & contributico. Becauss it is & swmcons, bey
marks the quotation ss directed o sone other(s) and sltwated as pare,
possibly the first part, of sn ordimary procesdings in viich speabers
oriented to wach other in a sanner routine for conversatioos. Hey,
1ike vell and oh, backgrounds-~it provides context for apprecisting
the ensving quotation; specifically, 1t tells us something adost che
quoted mpeaker's "state of comsclousness’ (cf, use of this ters in
Kellexr 1981).

Ahs occurs twice quote-initially. In the present data aha indi-
cates that the speaker now sees & comsectlon previously sissed or has

pleced togetdar the loglec of a situation, gﬁ avinces that some com-
mectiom has jent now been mude, withouwt (taelf specifying either what
the commection s or by vhat sentsl process the speaker arrived at it,

AR has & different realing. Ascording te Jases (1974:37), it
indicates that the speabear has just nov thought of sosething and {inds
that thine, or having thought of 1z, pleasing or significent, AN
and aha differ is woei

(15) Ve vent dowm 10 ... ah! Spindrift Meach on the Fourth,
(I6) Ve went down to ... sha! Spindrift Beach oo the Tourth,
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(15) could be said Lf the speaker i3 pleased to bave resesbered the
naso of the beach, but (16) cannot, I thish, have this seaning and
would sost 1ikely be taken to lsply-~oddly-~that the sjeaker has only
Just now od the name of the Beach., Boch and ahs are evincive
but differ in t they sttribute Lo the unfisclosed thinking of the

speakar.
Mam, often & tors of addrean, 2ls0 has an svincive use:

(17) Man! 1e this ebfll ever hot!

As an evincive, man! indicates that & speaker finds wvhat s/he had in
mind at that point -:u. or At Jeast mildly surprising. Compare:

(18) Mam! A comec Just hit Randy.
(19) Man! You can't store water 15 a sieve.

Anyone saying (19) sight Be seen as slovewitted. JAsother ites in
Table 2, wvow, seems quite sisilar in wse Lo evincive man.

Filled pause is reprosented is Table 2 by two fnstances of s,
Both um and uh evince santal contents that are somentarily null, In-
distinct, or unresolvable, and as ssch have many uses in conversatiom.
Sell, ia contrast, iodicates sore pointed deliberation or considera-
tion. Compare (20) and (21) as sssvers to the questions, "Vhat are
you doing over the Fourth!™

(30) Nell, | dom't know.
(21) Uh, I den't hoow,

Hem and sem, with sharply [allisg intomation, cam sark concle-
sive mmu:m or consideration; the meaning of these ftems varies
videly, depending on Intonation,

A fev itema tn Table 2 (e.g. [4::)) are probably occasional ine
ventions (some of then vrittem In the publisted eye~dialect renderings
of their transcribors), but seom Lo be ovincive. Two itema are not
evincive: hi and howdy. These greeting words 40 sot mark the occur-
rence of undisclosed thinking. One may, of course, thin&t‘mnly
wvhile wttaring such a greeting word, but the word ftself ot in-
dicate thias.

3.3  Enquoting

It i thus possible to esplaln the inordinate frequency of oo~
currence of evincives initial o quotations by conafdering their wee-
fulness s backgrownders In comnection vith the need of gutatives for
the kind of backgrounding they provide. Acotber factor may well be
isvolved In the statistical sheving of evisclive ftesa In quotatlons,
though 21t will 5S¢ argued chat this second factor is less fmportant
than the backgrounding functlon,
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Soth well snd oh ste fousd alsost exclusively in uClerance~ini~
tial position. s her vork based on incrospective dats Jaoes has made
msuch of the fact that doth itess can occour sentence~internmally, as In

(22) There were, vell, fowr of thes,
(2)) There were, ob, four of them,

ot in fact this use of these forms s steatistically wsesual. All 110
instances of vell and ob iIn the LAD satevials used for chis stedy, for
exasple, are Initial. Sestences itke (22) s=d (23) mo doubt occur,
but met wery often.

sod oh predoaisant ly occur Initially, they may cwe
l.auuttoo. 1f w0, & second teason for the unexpectedly high fre~
quency of evincives in quote<iattial position sugpescts itselfl: perhaps
quote~-Inicial evinclives mark the quote a3 & "begianing'. Since sost
quatations occur vithis & matrix semtence, fssuing an (sitiator withis
A sentence, particularly after a verb > saying, may coe a beginning
vithin the witerance wnit, vhich 1s Joe vay of «oornlu A turn-in-
ternal quotation (the speaker doos, in effect, change®).

3.4 Quatation

Yo quote, spenhers st Isdicate that afrer a certain point vhat
they say ia to be wnderstood as guoted and face an opposite task wvien
the quote 1o done: how Lo signal A return Lo presest conteibutions of
talk, from the citacton of prier talk or projected future talk, The
firat task will Be called enqueting; the other oo, unquot ing, will be
igpored in vhat follove.

A primary rosource for quotetiom is introduction of quoted ma-
terial vith a verb of warhal communtcation, ussally say:

(24) Taresa sald, "David, just go~.

Mt use of these verds dossa't 1tsell enquote, as shows by spolen sem-
tonces anbiguous betwoen a4 direct and an indirect reading:7

(25) Theresa said David just Jefc for Omtario.
(26) Asa said 1'm to blanme.

Since such sentences are on one roading parsphrasable by coes 1ike (37)
and (28),

(27) Theress sald that David just left for Ostarto,
(28) Asa sald that !'s to blane,

enquoting is pot accosplished simply by saying (23) or (26). Fallure
to enquote can lesd to sisunderatandings: for example, (26) leaves 1t
welear Viether Asa or the speaker of (26) is considered 10 blame,
Narvative go, as in (29) dous enguote (Schourup 1982):

(29) Mort goes, "We should leave.™
(X)) *Morz goes that w should leave,
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but speakers vio avold 0 "say’, as wost over thirty do (Botters 1980),
camet In geseral enquote by the choloe of & werh alome.

Bot thate are vthet tesources avallable for enquoting Invwoiviag
the quoted material fceelf. Enguoting oocurs vhen the quoted material
oxhibits one or moye features pecullar to directly reported speech
(a 11t of these appanrs in Banfield 1971). Thm, for exanple, Wi~
quest ions after sald are heard as directly quoted:

(31) Murle)l said, "Wto are youl!™
(32) *Muriel said that vho are you?

To enguote, speakers could select for quotation meterisl that will be
wnmbizwously heard as directly reported,

Bt 1t 4w also posaible that speskers enlist features of direct~
1y reported syeech to eaquote, reflashioning Lt vish Lo quote %o
sako It sound more direct, Possibly speskers LIneert ftess 1ike well
and ob quote-initially in order to enguote, That they might &0 so is
sugpested by the fact that Lasertion of an evincive does enquote:

(3)) Lyle sald steak vould de fine.
(M) Lyle sald oh steak would be fioe.

While (J3) is anbiguoes betwvess a direct and an {sdirect resding, (I4)
iz cnly capable of the direct reading.

This interpretation of vell and cb as enguot ing initiaters
marchas well with a curlous fact for vilch there 1a othervise no appar-
oot explasation, Conalder spoken seateaces capable of two readings,
ona In whioh the iIsterjectics ia quote-initial, and one In which It is
tha last ftem before the quotation beginae:

(35) Joln said wll plastice are the future.
(3%) Marla satd oh Crace tokes Chemintry 10).

Subjects strongly tend to assign the interjection to the quoted speak-
or, "ot the quoting one, even though the interjection could reasenadly
be attributed to the gueting speaker, as would occur when what follows
the isterjection fn an indivect reporci

(37} Jotm sald, wll, that plastics sre the future,
(32) Marls sald, oh, that Grace cokes Qemistry 101,

A siople experiment wvas dons to satablish this point, Sentences (33)
sd (36) were presented Ln written fors without penctwation or capital-
iration and subjects were ssked to punctoate them. Table 3 shows the
result. Most subjects added quote marks bafors the interjections.
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TANLYE 3
Quote Allegiance of Sell and O

ell On
Assigned 10 quoted spealar 11 %
Asnigeed to quoting spealer 2 (]
Uninterpretable rosponse ;3 3{

Another growp of subjects was asked (o punciwate the same sentences
vithout the Interjections. Only half of these (12/24) used quotation
sarks, Conaldered In conjunctlon with Table ), this datusm suggosts
that well and oh could serwve an imgortant saquoting fusction in addi-
tion te uul.n. as backgrounders.

Whether speakers do heavily use vell and oh and cther evincives
for enquoting in, however, questionable. There is sooe evidence that
the enquoting function of evincives 1s secondary to their Sackgrounding
fusctlon. In many cases & quotetion begun with sn evinciwe is intreo-
duced vith go 'say”, mo that the engeoting 1s already performed before
the evincive 1s Lasued:

(39) ... snd ahe poes "Nell 41 my chech®s Big enough 1'11 buy
¥4 an elight~ or a twelve pack ... (LAB-A.9)
(40) ... and he's Junt goin(g) "Oh come o8 hurey wp™ (LAB-A,16)

Frobably the enquoting function of eviscives should sot be dismissed
entirely. It is certalnly true that forms 1ike well asd oh are capable
of this function (as seen in Table 3), but 1t s equally clear from
exanples lthe (39) and (40) that their role in enqeoting 1s not alvays
crecinl.

e backgrounding function of evincives is logically prier e
thair enquating function, It 1s the capsdility of evincives to iaf-
tiate utterances that makes them sulcable for enquot ing, bec tiwir
tendency to occur inftfally is fuwelf due to the foct that they are
backgrounders: 1t is natural thar evincives strongly tend Lo eccur In
inicial position, since this fa cthe natural place for dackgrowd ing ma-
terial to sppear. In quotations, for exssple, the speaker will wish
to firat eatablish the quoted spesker as present im the sitwation of
the quoted witerasce, rather than to inalst on this after the quote is
undarvay. The esquoting fenctlon 1s discussed furtber in Chapter & in
Comnection with the discourse functions of well,



2.5 Sesmary

™e notion "evincive' In applicable to & nusber of items occur«
ring In ordinary conversatice. Many forms wssally described as inter~
Jectioos are evincive in fenctfon. The batigrounding fumction of many
evincives sakes thes weful In quotatiom. Beckgrounding is mot &
function only of quoted evincives, dut the wsefulness of evincives to
background quotations Ia great because quotations stand in oeed of
contextualization. It is not surprising, therefore, that eviascives
occur more frequently initial in quotations than inictial in speaking

Evincives represent one kisd of speaker respomse te the probles
of disclosure discuaned (n Chapter 1. Specifically, eviacives like
vell and ob allow the speaker Lo call attenties to cwrrent thought im
the private worild and to specify, wicth & broad stroke, the tenor of
vhat s in mind, without placing the details of the spesker's thoughts
in the ahared world, Using evincives, the speaker may acknovledge the
existence and Importance of the private vorld in current conversational
bebavior and so solve the disclosure problem as 1t relates to the pri-
vate world.



'h this study the sown evintive Is rescrved for partieslar lesical
1tems with evincive fusction, The sdiective s mot just applicable 10
Isdividual vords, The routine expression let se see, for erample, is
clearly evincive, and one may evisce vith sovel seotences: 1 s Ehinks
g: of a lus object uuh thres %lx_! %u. Note, however, that

ve not primarily «v « It deen oot meces~
sarlly avince curtemt u-luctonl thinking: 1f I thisk of fc, 111 give
& e call,

’lu- 1ike opth are spparently net avincive. They mppesr not to
sarve Isgortant youtine dlscourse fundtions and sre notadie fTor occur~
ving o virtwally any poist e 0 sttarante~~oven Vithin & vord, Such
Ltems ate prodebly best dascribed as Isterrwptions (cf, Rotesberyg

1978).

’onw Cricean maxine nay also de izvolved Ln specifiic canes, for
exanplis, "So not say that for which yos lack adequate evidence (&
clavas of the Maxin of Qualicy) sad “Be Mriaf™ (o clawse of the Maxin
of Maaner).

*hn initiations wvere 1dentifled waing three criteria: 1) Bach
chanse] resgonses (e.g. uh heh, Cod! , etc.) were not considered
to be separate twroe; 11) talk st ted or owerlagped by such back-
charse! resposses was consfidered o consticute an ushroken turn; 11%)
only satended comtributions folloving sextended cootridbesfons By & just
prior spealer wers consfdered tree turn [altlaticas. Thees criteris
are sdmittedly too conservative. This limitation sesss necessary here,
though, In view of the lack of say clear decleion procedares for dee
termining the location of twrs changes. Trobadly say thwory of turn
strecture would have to adaic at least the chaages Incloded for pur-
posas of this staristical counc,

’nn asswmpcion is only relevent for retrospective guota~

sions, but in the present data, snd probably in geseral, this type of
quotation fx by far the nost common.

‘lm when speabers quote themelves, the tumm changes In tha seras
that the self-reported samterinl entalls & suwspmnaion of the presently

-3%-
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motivated contributions of talk., The sotivation, situationa)l rele~
vance, ete. of the reported saterial is in sose other conversation or
sicoatiom than the presest one.

’n-n are other verds that enquote, Bt because their seanings ase

50 specific, their usefulness for enquoting is limited (e.g. prist,
recite, sing: ef, Sedock 1969:117-319).

‘l‘h use of pauses, Intomational breaks, and the adoption of styl-
f{zed volce quality are probably of considerable fmportance in Initiat-
ing qeotations in speech, as well as in unquotisg. 1 would hazard a
gvens, hovever, that such cvwes are not as reliahle as one might ot
first thiak, 1 have noticed that the tesdency for to be heard as
an infcistor is quite strong~-90 strong that pausing, fon and
voice quality adjustments cannot ‘coax' well owt of & quotation. 1
asked two volusteers to stand Before & class and read alowd the fol-

lowing sentences from carde:

() Johm satd, well, "Thisk of the starviog pecple in India™,
(b) Mary satd, well, "I ltke fisd™,

The volunteers vere told to go to vhatever lengths necessary to make
sare that those listening would get the Llspression that wvell belonged
outnide the quotatieon. Fifteen ssbjects were ssied to vrite down the
sancences Just as they heard them, vith appropriste pumctustlon. As
the following results show, the subjects were for the most part wable
to "Bear’ vhat the twe wvolunteers were saying.

sentence (a) sentence (b)

well attribated to ‘
quting speaker !
well sttrthuted to 11 "

EL 133



OWrTER THRLE

:

3.1 Like in Conversation

The coacern of this chapter Is vith comversational uses of )ik
beyond those regularly attested an standard in dictionuries. The mire

wall received uses of like sentioned im Webstor's Third New Isterna-
tional Dictionary are:
1. a8 & transitive worb;
1°'d i1the to have my back rubbed.

2. A% & rawn!

Everyone has likes and dialikes.
the like(s) of vhich the world s vever seen

). as an adjective with various seanings, tncluding "the same or
nearly no' and 'likely*:

cables of 1ike color
1 have prepared dishas that are 1ike Lo please you.

&, an n %}% with nuserous svanings, Iscluding “sindlar
o, 'tyy of ', "simllarly to', "Inclised to', and “such

an'l
His typewriter (s 1ike 4 small aleplone.
It vas like ber not te como to her own party.
Jobka always octs like a clown.
1t looks 1the raln teday.
& subject like phystics
S, as an adverd vith variows meanings, Isclwding “ncarly', and
‘rather’;

The actwal Interest in sore Flhe 1M pereent,
She sewntored aver nonchalast Jihe,

6. as A conjumction, wsually seaniog ‘an' or "as (Y

She twolds her pencil 1ike most peoply Wold a toothbrush,
He Jooked 1iby e wanted & wvurs placy 1o stay.

Exanining the LAD and RTS materialn, A groeat many isstances of
1ike ware found t could not be adequatily cluracterized Lo any of
the atove six wvays.! Ose froquent wse of the form vas preceding de-

scriptions invelving exact nimbers:
~28-



(1) 1ike one more weak

(2) 11ke five til eighe

(3) 11ke tvesty dollars

(4) Jtke~ thirteen bucks

(5) 1the thirty-eight isdictsents
(6) 1the eighty =illfce buildings
(7) 1ike four floors

(8) like two parties

(9) 1ike three years

(10) like eleven guys

(11) 1like two- two blocks dewn
(12) 1fke three dlocks

(13) l1tke five o"clock Thursday
(34) 11%e - one lane

(15) 1ike Seventecoth and Suamit
(16) 1ike ninery, ¥y know

(17} 11ke ten years ago

(18) 1like from twenty ta thirty
(19) 1ike ar six o'clock

(20) 1ike three weks

(21) 1ike two years

(22) 1ike just one fimper

{23) 1tke twelve years

{24) like on the twenty-aixth
(25) 1tke twe wecks delore

but in other cases like precedes descriptions that are exact in other
ways:

(26) 1ike every other night

(27) 1ike &5 guite a fev scogs

(28) 14ke « lots of singers

(29) 11de every night

(30) 1ike every othar weekond

(31) 1ike chilly enough to vherte they could posaibly have & coat

Y
(32) ltke cengible. They're there. T can hear (thN)em,
and also descriptions that are obvicusly isprecise:

€33) Me's 1ike mayde ... VIt ten or something? Twelve! I don't

know (Chafe 5981:302).
(34) 1ike « ft's righe behind (us) in & way

These and other nonstandard uses of are often considered sympto.
matic of careless or seaningless « a0d those vho use liks in
these vays have been criciciced for this by puriscs such as
(1974:15), who, iInterestingly, chooses & nuserical expression to exes-
plify the abuse: like ailx feet tall (cf. Major 1970:27: lthe two
ars). But 1f wonstandard 1ike s only » semningless iInterjeccion
sae White 1955:00); cf, Wentworth asd Flexner 1973:319, Major 1900,
Landy 1971, Vood and HE11 1979, and even Wright 1857), vy ia it com-
mon before very exact and obviously inexsct descriptiona?
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This use of like is reminiscest of, though oot equivalent to,
fte wae a0 an adverd swaning "nearly’ (use #3 abowve), but ke tn (1)~
({34) does sot carry the teplication 'less than' conveyed by € dofi~
nitton; is fact, the seaning '‘nearly’ seems more properiy sttributed
not to 1ike ftaelf! but to the entire comstruction more iths + (NP).

Note that, despite the frequent claima to the cootrary, there (s
o specifiable sesantic difference between descripcions preceded by
1thke and tdemtical ducﬂnuu without like. JYor example, &f scmeone
pplying for a deiver's licemse vere aa a cleth in & departsecnt
o¢ sotor vehicles, "Now tall are youl™, & reply of "I'm 1ike aix feet
tall™ would probably lead the clerk to ask for a sore exact response.
Apparencly, then, like, st least is chis wse, s mot entirely wvithous
fusction. While ﬂg !Fi tall cam be standardly waed for heights be-
tween rowghly 5°1 . In a sttustion vhere precision 1s re~
quired, six ¢ tall can sarve as a relatively exact respooss, but

Jike six feect tall cannot.

For sost of the examples (1)«(34) 2t is reanonable to clalm that
itke 1s an adverd meaning ‘approxinately’, oximately or abour or
arousd can be substituted for like in moat of these exanples withowt
noticeably altering thelr meaning or acceptadility. Bt the sudsritu~

tiem of W in some of thean sxamples 18 not & Sappy coe,
especinlly exanp les are examined s thelir surrounding conteat.

For exomple, conaider (7) im wore detail:

(7") SUE: You know that wm = they've bdeen livia(g) in thin bis
three-story house vith bapementg- 1iks four {loors
y'hnovw- gigsntic house on Seemit... (LAR-B,2D)

it seema fairly clear here that the speaker 1s ot saying sisply that
the duse In question has, sy, sosevicere botveen three and {ive
floora, vhich Is mormaiily vhat vould be comveyed by the expressions
abost four floors and ?mjnu!z four ﬂq!: Rathor, the speakar
explicitly expreosses that use exsctly three storles, at
leant in the way that poople uasually talk about hosses having stories,
Se hnow from context, on the other hand, that the spesker s cooccrned
vith the largeness of this houss (referring o it as big and gigan-
tic). To further convey A sense of 1ts largeness, 1t is advestagoous
to include the dasemants In the description of the house, Bt to
sloply say that the house has fouwr floors would be an wususl use of
f « Aince Bagesents are coowventlonally excleded from such de-
s fons (cf. firee floor, ete., referring to floors above grousd
level). Rathar, it sppeare that 1ike Is used by Soe to Indicate thas
{ floors ia being used with a special seaning., 1f so, one could
oﬁ« a8 & synonym for ltke in (7') "as 1t were' or "so te spesk”,

Consider amother exsmple)

(27') W: 1w thet [1.e. susic) a secretr asbition?
Ci Uh; yes, A master of fact ... right now w've written
1¢he b quite & fev songs =~ ¥'knew (RTS,1D)



Substitusion of about or sately before quite a fev would be o0dd
in (27') because the quantificet te a fev expresses that the

spesker finds the nusber of scogs notably large, while roximsatel
allows as possibilition that the quantity was either sore ES; or less

than quite » fev, roxisately quite & fev i3 thus intermally con-
tradictory, roughly parallel to saying, "ihis lamp cost around
$26.11"., Dot the concradictoriness disappears if the use of 1the here
1s assused to be similar to its use In (7°), that s, 1f it is consi-
dered to express the possibility tha e 4 fev may be an isprecise

or isappropriate rendering of what the in sind. (A simil-
lar argusent can be constructed for like « lots of singers.)

Substitutiom of approxmately or about is alsc quite odd in (22'):

(22') EVA: My dog & lotta times vhen we're playinie) (a)n(d) sruff
y'know (=~ B« h-) my hand'll get iato (h) 4 mouth or:
1ike just ome finger or g 'm 11ke chat ... (LAD-E)

Just as in the case of like gquite & few and of 1lke lots 05 Eingp.
1ihe fust ooe iz Intermally conteadictory Af 1ike has t ng
Tapproximately’, since just cooveys that the speaker is certaln about
the nusber, and sbout conveys the cpposite, But there is again no
contradictiom ﬂm indicates sisply that the speaker’s words are
an Inexact formslation ssd should motf be wnderstood as & cosplete or
sccurate portrayal of vhat the spesker has in mind, rather than con-
veying that one is approximately the nusber of (ingers iavolved.

A further Indicatiom that 1iks is sot equivalent te approximace-
1y or about i» that these [tems can co-occur without any particular
redundancy resulting:

(35) Aod that |.2)] the Jittle BSoy is lthe approx~ ABOUL Cen Yesars
old (Chafe 1980:305)

Like 1in all of the above cases cas be described as Indicating »
possible discrepancy between vhat the speaker 15 about L0 may and
vhat the speaker feels i1deally mighs or should be sald, ke in this
wie can Y seen a» & device avallable to gpeaders to provide for a
loose fit between thelir chosen vords and the conceptual material thelr
vords are seant to reflecs, ke with this wse woule thus be similar
to the evincive items disc Chepter 2 in specifying a general
connocticn betveen talk and unexpressed thought, More spocifically,
the hypothenis to be exanined below is thet like 18 wied L0 express
a possidle unspecified minor uivalence of vhat s sald and vhat 4a
seant . In cases viere like nuks ® very exact descriptiom, it
would therefore constitute & kind of "hedge'?, attenuating the over~
exactaess of the speaker's chosen forsulstica; in the cases viere like
precedes obviously fnexsct formclaticns, it vould indicate that the
speaker is avare that vhat fellows 18 an fsprecise rendering of what
is in mind,

T™e remainder of this chapter explores bov far one cen get in
understanding the conversational fuscitons of 1i%e by appiyiog this
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evincive treatment to the various sonstandard occurrences of 1ike In
the present data. It should be moted that several of the standsrd
uses of 1) mantioned at the beginning of this chapter shace with
eviscive | the motion of spproxisation, se that eviscive like can

be vieved as related to the standard cosparative uses of the ferm.

Before leaving the discussion of this general use of 1ike, some
parallels In other languages can be mentioned, First note that the
double duty of llke as both a noneviscive comparative item and as an
evincive i3 met wnuswal, 1In the sext section parallels in several
other languages are discusped, But conslider here as s Infcinl ex-
axple the form nymid In the Vest Contral dialect of Sferra Miwvok
(Freeland and Broadbent 1960:61; cf. Freeland 1951:169) vhich seans
"Itke' but 1s alse usod to sean "as 1t were':

(36) wmu-uj-my=id ‘In the trail, & it vere'

Forms wavally meaning "ltke' but aleo tranalotable as 'sdhowt’ are alse
fourd, aa 1llwatrated in the following examples. In the Sino-~Tidetan
lanpeage Lo (Matisoff 1973:135), the form gtw can meas ‘about’, as in

(7 (1] te
”n {pecpie counter) %ﬁo
"about five pecple”

qhe 1s waually weed to wean “ltke', as In

(38) ya-l e te ve
emall chiié h‘a do INDIC
"He scets like a child'

Likewine, in Ralusna, spoken In Nev Dritain (Lanyon-Orgill 1960:104),
the fors dl generally has the smaning 'like’, as in

(39) 1 wmal 4% N parau
he dreases 1ike white man
‘Be dresses 1ikhe o vhitesan®'

but sote (ts wae In thw following exanplel

(40) 4% raviem
1ike ten
‘about tem'

3.2 Like Intreducing Direct Discourse

A second use of monatandard 1ike in the present dats is imeedi-
ately preceding o direct quotation:

(41) Both sides o(f) the street can hear her yellis(z) at us and
she's 11he "Come in Bere (a)n(d) have a bDeer™ y'know? [LAB-A,

LB

(Q) scl go "lu [tatylized) - Mom (a)n(d) Dad got me pants Just
about like that amd I've wvore those already™, Mint hint,
y'know, 1 was 1thke “"Come on, Desmy " [LAD-A,18)
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(4 be goes "1'm sotry bt you'wve only got seventeen dollars in
here” = and 1w Tike “WHATII! 1 THOUCHT 1 MAD SIXTY DOLLARS 1IN
THEREL ™ [lawgha] [LAB-A, 21)

(48 Ic's wot that ahe minds 1t so mech, She's 1lke "Well vy ( )
waste all that gas, You know you you can find a ride dome with
pomebody else™. [LAB-A,}Y).

(43) he kep- talkin(g) about dow "ON we're livia(g) ctogether nest
yoar=1t'1] B¢ 20 much saster for us cuz nobody wise'll be
around” and I's juat 1ike "Barz, &' y'know. |LABA,50)

(46) 1 came back an(d) called the police an{d) they told me -~ that 1t
was there an(d) &t wvas gonna be thirty-six bucks ta get it out «
an{d) 1 vas Just 1ike "Oh my Co::d™ [LAB-A,61]

{47) An(d) then on the vay home it started ssowinig). 1t vas terri-
ble oo the wvay home « 1 was drivin{p) twenty-five nlles an
hour = an(d) T van Just Jike “[61112]" And then ... |LAB-A 6]).

This wse of 1ike agpenrs not to have deen described previowmly
ia the literatured; I do not koow Its distributlon, but it fs at Jeast

VEIY common among youngey speakers In Central Ohlo, vhere the present
data vere gathered.® The comatruction apparently canmet precede in-

direct discourse:
(48) THe was ithe that M vanted to Jeave carly.

and, 1f 50, the quotative wee of liks {5 sisdlar to narrasive go 'say
(see Chapter 2) in being potentially usefu!l sa an enguoting device.

Bowvever, exanples (41)=(47) are st trwe quotastions. Speakers
who use this comatruction claim that it prefaces not direct retros
spective reportn of speech, but intersal speakar resctions--vhat the
speakar had in mind to say but did not, or how the speaker felt at the
time. One wser of this construction suggested that Lt repores the
speaker’s “sttictude™, Thes what | in its quotstive use introdeces
1s & direct discourse resdering L soseone vas thinkiog., 1t t»
#s If the speaker vare saying, “What © sa about to report fs like
vhat so«sad-s0 sust have had 1 sisd™, Thes here again there 1s »
possible woapecified ninor mosequivalonce of vhat Is satd and vhat s
meant. Even vhen the ite= is used In the past tense:

(49) 1 was l1tke “On my Co::d“

1ike sediates betveen some forser stiltwde the speaker now recalle and
some immediastely following sugpestive or inexact formuletiom of this
in the form of an 'internal’ quotation.

Soma recent comparative work offern an (nteresting line of supe-
port for this analysis of the origin of like preceding direct dis-
course in English. Joseph (1981) arpees t Hittite (1)ewalr),
perticle istroducing divect diacourse, Is related to 1t iva
‘Ithe, as', citing a clats by MacDommell thas iva, In sddition teo
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seaning "like' or 'as" (n sisiles, vas used Lo sodify "a statemset not
intanded 1o be waderstood in Lte strict sense”™ (MecDosmell 19711219~
220),  Joseph suggests that the similarity of (djwa(r) sod tva Jtes in
the fact that doth particles “inject inte the ourse elesents of
what the speabar hes In nid™, This comsideratfion of the uses of
L)va(r) and iva therefcre provides a striking parallel o the loci~
plent use of 1ike in English to Introduce Intermal quotatioos, AJl it
would take for the English quoctative use of like to becooe altogether
congruest to the quotative wse of ({lvalz) would be for an exteasion
to occur from Intersal 1o evdinary quotation. In eithar case, though,
thase particles iIntrodece direct discourse,

Joseph also adduces in suppert of Nis clalm about (1 T) a
similar particle with quotative functiom and meaning "1 in Tok
Fisin (Soolferd 1979:0 170

(3)) Eligabeth i tok olass, “Yumi mas kiszis o] samting pastais.”
"Elizabeth apoke thus, “Ve sust get things flrar.™

Olgen waually has the seaning 'like’, & In

(32) =1 kanay yangela Yol olsen Janes

he VEAL.PET grow-wp young boy 1ike
'He grev o (Lo Be) a young boy 1ike Jumes'

And Joseph sentions a similar particle, e, alse disconsed by

Woolford (ibid, 118), in Buang, and tiw e particle 1t vhich
s usad both as & guotative particle and in constructioos Ve
following:

{33} Tvem ssbaya putee itl pravigrhitah

you sother/INST son  Yiks Se-received
"You have boen received by wy wother Ithe & won'

To these sxanples may be added the Lads fore ghe, already seationed,
which Matisoff (1973:134) refers to as "the sost geseral and vetuna-
tile of all Labu words of comparison Fd unnly translatable as
"Iike', 'sa’, or "thus'®, as in (38).5 ghe i used to close quota~
tions!

(54) “te of PR che 025l 9w
de not able UMMMlWKm
“"Cannot do 4t™ thus %= said’

qhe may represest a clone parailel to English quotative 1lke; chat is,
1t may be restricted to use with internal quotations, To watablish
this polat would require further resecarch, But Ic Is o Jesst suggest~
tive that Matisoff ( » M68) mentions that of the two quatative
particles td and z formar is most Jikely te appear with losger
and more :owuc quotations, It is precisely gquotatiocns of

lesgth sl complexicy that are wost wnlibely to d intersal, All
Exanples of English quotative seem all to Involve sisple, brief
broad-stroke shetches of a s atcitude.
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Becavse of the sisilaritiss in Yok Plsin, Bung, Ssaskrit, and
Labu, it appears that the parallel betveen Mittite (L)va(r) and Ohlo
quotative 1ike i» not acctdental but veflects a fuect losal correspon-
dence {(cf. Joseph and Schourup 1982). In wll five langwsges == ites
weaning ‘lika' does dogble duty as & quotatiwe particle.

The extenslion of quotative like In Esglish from iatersal quota-
tions to quotations im general would not represest & convent fonallas-
tion of the item at the loss of its proposed use (1,0, to indicate &
possible minor wnspecifled sonequivalence of vhat s sald and vhat 1
peant). As argued In Chaprter 2, speakers are svare of the 1nexsct
nature of retrospective gutations; In viev of thelr fnexactness, it
is petfectly uppropriate to indicate that vhat the speaker troports as
having occurred is only like vhat may have actually Been sald. Thes,
wvhethar or sot the Rictite, Sanshrit, Tok Pisin and Juang casos de-
gam an restricted o Insternal guotation, these languages share vith
English the property of Indicating the approxisative natwre of a
direct discoursn report 5y seans of = fors seaning “1ike*,

3.3 Like Afcer Questions

In the following exanples like occurs following & guestiond

(55) [Tape begine: conversation already in progress)
SUE: Sealey Polnt.
EVA: Last Bonus Veekend Jike?
SUE: No 1t was us « Vhat comes up!? Lador Day! Veckend!
[tAS-8,27)

(56) SOR: What redic statign €0 you listen to?
E¥A: When 1'm down dere I listen te Duytoo//Viwn 1'm at hose
1 lstem to Akron,
SUE: () Yeah but which gne 1ike.
EVA: V¥V, o? 9.'.0.!.... llﬂ-..!ﬂ

(57) 3%: Andd) hWihe gihdot thihde LIRS EVR S TIASNT A
:: In (h;u mouth 1lke?
1 In (M is mouth. But he ditn’ (Mave a4 chasce ta bite
down oo (h)is, |tas-8,21)

Thepe are the only exanples in the present dats in vhieh 1ide s
Iinked to & preceding sentence. In all theoe imatances the speaker
Is soliciting clarification of something sald by the spealer just pre-
viows to her. In the first tve exanples the speaker asks Vhether the
formulation In the question is discrepant vith rospect to what the
previous speaker Intends. These exanplon are therefore alse chatacs
terizable By the proposed svincive reading, the coly difference being
that, since the wtterance to vhich 1the {5 attached 1s & questlion, it
1s underatood vith reference to Vhat the other speaker ban 10 nind
(note, though, that a posaible discropancy 19 1splied Betwveen the
westicner's proposed formelation and vhat the ioner feels the
previcus spesber meant). The difference betwvesn In stacesenss
and quostions veflects & general difference betwess quest lons snd
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satemmnts, not & difference detveen fvo wann of ik, ™o third ex~
anple differs from the other two in that Like var spoken with low
stcean and plech, The apealer seems to express 2 possible discropancy
between the question sha §» asking ané vhatr she thinks 1t would have
been i1deally asppropriacte to msk,

The Oxford 1ah Dictionary 1ists as dialectal snd welgar the
porenthetical use after a statemnt, citimg 19th century ox-

anples, including in s ordinar 11he and If your honowut were
F" ws, there "gig 5_ —q{? !ig!i;lE 1ike, actribeting to thesw
stances a4 sean essentially equivelent to the general one proposed
sbove for evincive like: “‘as it were', "s0 to spuak'™. Partridge
(1920:482) specifies the seaning of 1ike in this position as “sone-
vhat, »ot altogecher: as 1t vere, in & vayi in short, expressive of
W or uunh@n‘ sodification”. Although the post-senten~
tial or ‘rag’ wees of 1ike clted In these tvo sources follew declara-
tives, the spproximstive resding seems equally applicable following
questions, vith the only diffetences beling attendant on diffetences
Setwean guestions and statements, In viev of the ssall menber of ex-
anples in the present sasple, it 1z probably accidental that omly ine

TOCTOgAtive Lostances ocqur,

3.4 The 'For Exasple” Resling

Many imstances of 1ike sppear to have the meaning 'for example’,
mong them the follewl

(38) C: The trucks are speeding om the side streets y'know that are
one~vay (a)nld) thes there's a vide st the end of 1t ~
y 'know that there go out 1ike om - oh Broadway for instance
or FLEth, or something 1ike that « InYs,10]

(39)  J: Yeah. Becsuse see 1- & lotts people 11ke in buslinesns or
other = wh things 1tke that, they pet Internships y'ksow

for the mummara. [LAB-D 3]

(0) C: Y'know um -~ hesides taking care of groups of puople
or -« un y'hnow uh 1's soeaking in 1lhe & secretarisal altess
tien - vhere you're vorking for = y 'ksow you're you're h-
you're having to - set up your tise ... |RTS-1)

(41) C€: Pecple would be « would come from all areas ~ of the we
of the States = anld) uh and uh »o ! wvould work in (th)e
Graceland Clud an(d) and some people would lihe wh ~ to
bear 11he uh bloegrass susic -« w0 wo would do » - 2 lictle
bit of ltke uh uh w uh 1~ lMttle bluegrass~flavored
suate [RYS)

(62) SUE: 1 mean you don't have to get something really expensive.
Just go ta um - like Petrie®s. Or that's//mot what
that's called,

EV¥A: Mary Asa's.
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In some of these axanples the 'for exasple' reading is stroogly reln-
foroed by comtext. In (58) appears, as does ohy (see
Chapter 2); ia (59) that » Lo be underatood as an exanple
1s previded for by the comt on or other - uh ke tharj
in (63) this s indicated by
Jecticn nay (see Jasms 1974 on say). o oven Lf thwese pulding
context elements are eliminated, the 'for exssple' reading can per-
wint;

(64) These trucks ... go out like on Broadway
(63) = lot of people 1ike is Susiness
(66) what's gorms etop Ais from 1ike throwing & knife az (h)im ...

Can the "for exomple’ resding be regarded ws & contextual fnterpreca-
tion of the ussmal eviocive "discrepancy” reading? Since, for i=-
stance, o_a_l%%. is vot plausibly discrepant (n belng an Lse
represestat lon with respoct to vhat the speaker has in miad, the only
remalining logically possible discrepancy is that in an
stcurate but representacion, vhich fs L or example’

AugRest s,

Since in the treatneat propesed here indicates sowe minor
discrepancy woon what is sald and what {s seant (roughly, "What
1 say is Llike vhat I mean'), the "for example’ resding should be pos~
=ible in any case vhere selectivity of report is ceaceivably the na-
ture of the discropancy; 1a certain costexts (e.g. (58)), this pos-
sibility looms larger thas in others (e.g. (65)), and In some Canes
the "for exampla' reading i1s clearly abecsd;

(67) When o wnbwtconed his pants they 1ike fell o the growd,

It s difficalt te sdduce teats that will tell us viether the
‘for example’ readiog is a distisct lexical seaning o:&. The item
doea not lend itself to the usual asbigulty teats (a of which
are discussed In Ivicky and Sedoch 1973). The positlon teken teota~
tively bere is that, unless relevent asbiguity tests can B¢ devised
that isdicate othervise, the 'for exasple’ reading of 1ike can de
taken te fnvolve simply the Interpretation of evincive Like in con-
texts vhere & reascoable kind of discrepancy that could Se indicated
botvween vhat 1s ssid aod vhat the speaker has In mind Ls ooe of
selootive sention, Nowever, no firm position on the asbiguicy/vague~
sesa lssse will be taken here. It does sesm gquite plausible that
the mbiguicy is geowine since the 'for exemple' reading and the ore
dinary evincive reading differ in one crwoial respect: the "for
exanple teading has & colwalve wse In linklag specifics of prior dis-
cosrse to vhat follows like, Like cherefore turns up frequently in
sentence-initial position with the 'for wxasple' reading:




(e8)

(69)

(10}

(7

(72)

(73

-”-

Ci isdmt Just “]m(.) tw the middle of & crowd =
y'know, Sow 1ihe at the alrport = uh = PR, | dom's
think there's say way snybody could'we actempted o knock
off the Pope, [(RTS,35)

(Caller has been attecpting to sbow that Michigan Stete fans

are poot sports)

Cr 1 dom"t loww 1lke jJust - Like whes the Clavelssd State
plays Michigan State = I sess right afctervards thare's -
St sometines It seens 1ike it"s woree - even when they
win -~ y'know, Like I Beard that scem off) the store -
y'koww people that sold popcorn 'n stuff they're not gonns
sell anychin(g) that's o & bottle [L.0., w0 the fans
can't theow the bottles an the playing fiedd], [FT7).4)

[Calier in attempting to ahow that Michigan drivers are worse

thas Ohle drivers)

C: .,,Lik - um =« | win o the frocvay the other day with
ubiion a4 = Mlfvay trip coninl(g) Tome o Ann Arbor - some
CAT CUls OVer (n e - sever aven looked. [KTS),10)

[Caller is attempting to show that asssssinstions are wery

saxy to carry out)

C: 0f really y'koow Enew about that [L.e. deling
papal Slessings by telavislon (ns of in perscn] end
wh y'mow sort off) like OK 1d%e they go Im an{d) =« strap
y'know uh on a4 « a Light coat y'know where 11'd b Like
exilly enough o vhere they could possibly have & coat
on -~ and put 00 & - Little bit off) plastic explosive
ﬁ (h;h = sayinlg) "OX" y'inov "1's goona b gone.”

.28

C: wiith = you hsow 1 -~ v {(p) I think they could build »
iike a: - & plastic ub - wvalkwvay « for the Tope. Like
ien he vas walkin(g) through that « ob that hotel last

Twrsday - to (h)is car they could've vrapped a bulletproot -

plastic. . .shinld - o(f) somm wort « Ma'd atill be out
is publdc. [FTSiia. 2]

SUE: Uh Fred's « Fred 1 my supplier of) clgarettos, =an,
(W)e come up drings me & carton, I pgo dooe tw'll buy =
at lanst twp or three packs & week, 1 meun, Like Saturday
night be'll = duy e three packs of(f) cigarettan,..then -
the next = I see {h)im almost avery weekend. . |LAB«A 28]

For the ocaly other (nftial 1ike im the dats, the ‘for exanple' reading
is at least plausible (f.s. the reading of (74) in which 'she' only
sonel laes vorks alx daya))

(74)

1 told her amytlse ahe conld come dowa y'keow? Bet - 1 hawe
to =~ the hours she works « She got two days off {a & row.
Like she would work six fays aa(d) then ...[LAB-~B 28}
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Schiffrin (1981a:11) haw claimed that like is & "non-causal
sarker of evidence'. This characterization only seess vell suited to
the "for exemple’ reading of 1ike (and especially vhen this reading is
used utteramce-inicially). The convestional use of like with this
reading, hovever, cammot be waed as evidence for the true ambiguity
of tha iten,

3.3 Like as an InterSection

In addition to utterance-initial uses of like, many examples in
the present data occur preclausally. Taken together these coses are
of particular interest decause the most of cen cited "empty’ slang use
of 1ide fa in initial position:

(73) Like, we vas wp In this freak's pad, man, and she cane off
real lame, (White 1955:30))

(76) Like do you wnderstand? (landy 1971:120)

(77) Uike, man, 1 wvas out in Wyoming ... (Majer 1570)

(The controversy over this use of 1ike sbould not be confused with the
uworthy dedate, ssouldering through sest of this century, over whe-
ther or mot it is proper to wee like as & conjunction, See Whitman
1974; Kragp 1925:239-240; Literary Digeat 1937; Bryant 1962; Follett
1966; Copperwd 1980.)

But the preclaussl uwse of 1ike in the present data, unlike the
storeotyped use, 18 not witerance-initial. As the following exsnples
llustrate, 11ks fs typically preceded by prefatory material:

(78) but 1 found 1ike that 'elped me & lot

(79) o0 1ike banically people can differeotlate
(80) 1I's just wondering like « 4if scmebody can
(81) (be)cause 1lke some countries =~ y'know

(82) =d y'know lika say right now he

(83) Ydecauvse y'kaow he has a bulletproof wvest
(B4) 1 mean like Saturday night de'll

(85) Bot 1ike - It's right behind ws

(86) And like before I mut Fred (B)e was alvays
(87) sund well like Rebbie's goin(g)

(88) cus like « be'l) jJuast he'll fly in your
(8%) y'know an(d) - Like he bozred her

(90) I sean- and you know like - most peo- anid)
(91) So 1the I~ I~ I~ could

(92) W{e)il like wm - with sy brother-in~-lav
(93) Well ltka I 3« y'know play tesmis

(94) So lihe 1f you play song-one s00g~tvo soag-thres

In many of these cases the "for oxssple’ resding i1s completaly inap-
propriate (in (89), for i1sstance, 1ide precedes a problesatical de-
scriptive ters; "duzaing’ is not ome of wmany things that could have
been mentfoned, bt one vay of designating vhat the speaker's sister's
dog 444 to a parskeet om & particular occasien). It Is over cases
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1ike these that the accusation of seaninglessness valts sont -uctug-
!y. and In wvhich 1t i soet teapting to ladel Jike "hesfzative’
‘procrastinative’ (as does vu-ag 1979:78; of . Tandy 1971:120; n-;.c
1970177; Woolford 1979:11237),

AL filrst the fact that so many of these nn s du not eccur in
absolste utterance-initial position sugaests that tlere may Be some
specific elemant of meaning or use that renders like ecapecially weful
tn this discourse position, bt on closer examination, this positional
tendency can be constroed as evideace for the claie that ltke s a
pavsal Interjection. In & study of hesitations ia spontanecus conver-
sation Soomer, expeacting to find hesitations mure numerows at the be-
ginning of phenenic clavses, found instead that “the greatest freo-
quency of hesitations s not at the outset but at position 2, alter
the firat vord of the claumse” (Bocmer 1965:151), Schowrup (1981:5)
SUgpests that the reason for this Is thet a spesker may vish to begin
A comatituent bafore havisg fully planmed it, decause Deginniag at all
preserves the tura by swipraling the spedler's intention to cont inew,
while not deglmning risks a turn change. Similar reascoing can be
applicd to tha post-prelatozy waen of 1ike sxeoplified above. It s
particulariy notable that In s sany cases like occwrs fTollowing »
conjuncticn, the sse of vhich cloarly indicates intended comt inust fon.

1f itke cam sarve as 2 pausal iInterjection, this wveuid alwe wx-
plain vy Lt s frequestly folloved by filled and wnfilled pauses,
Thare ate in the dats 23 instances of like imsadiately followed by
filled and/or wniilled pause, as ia:

(95) They may not be nice - y'know like - = so nice. But they
have nice dresses. [LAB-A 12}

In only seven cases is like preceded by passe. There are, moreover,
sany isstances of 1ike nvu‘uu. A restart (a point at which the pre-
sent spesker stops an “an Ltem under construction smd yecosmonces):

(96) This like~ This movie takes place in 1968
(97) What we do s like~ ¥e did & uh

Three distributional facts point to the uwsefulnens of in positicos
of pausal Interjection: Its occurrence a) preclausally sfter pre~
fatory saterianl] b) before filled and wnfilled pauses; and ¢) Sefore
restarce, Morsowver, 1 is odd in ponitioms in vhich pausal Inter~
Jections are in gesersl odd (ef. James 1974:150-151); that is, 1ike
i odd in positions in which & pause to consider how to coot inue
vould be unsotivated!:

(98) *Soc, like, only 414 John go, but he tooh all his stuff wvith

Ais,
(99) *1 414, like, not!
(100) *Cet out of here, and 1f you don"t obey, like, me. 1'11 sochk

you.
(101) *It's Julie's birthday today, Se're giving, like, her o
sutprise party,
(102) *Jack flies planes carefully, but I do, Yike, an vith reck~
less abandca.
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Interjectional uee of like seems to be & conventionslized way in
vhich mamy speakeribundle the recurrent sitwation in which they in-
tend to continue an witerance but find it difficult to forsulate the
contiswation, XNotice that like, at least as used currently®, sounds
peculiar before material that s sasily formulable:

(103) Q: Were you born in Austrial
At Like no.

The evincive reading of like 1s mor strongly present is mamy of the
examples (78)~(94), but this reading 1s not entirely irrelevant
efther. Coulmas (198112) vrites of “the delicate double amalyzabllity
of many routise forsulse”. Is the case of the single vord routine
Itke the double analyzabllity fs of an intecestiong hind that can shed
T15hc on the reason for the reutinization of the ftem, Notice that
the evincive reading of 1lke is very generally appliicable and appro-
priste in cooverssticn bocswse 12t (s not limited to use In highly spe-
cific comtexta., Like with this reading finds ftaelfl potentially at
hose in almost any witerence, The Interjectional use of like may have
acheived such great popularity with some speakars precisely becasse of
this. Sech speskers may sae for hesitation forma the basic coatribu«
tiom of wiich will not isportantly alter vhat the speaher 1s saying,
but mevertheless dave the virtue of being vords, »0 that by wsing thew
speakers can be heard as "saying scmething' even {f a proper forsula-
tion of thelr thoughts for the moment eludes them (cf. Jefferson 197):
€9 on cthe notion "utterance leagthener'),

The position taken hete s that (& would be unwarranted to claim
that Interjectional 1ike makes no contribution to utterances in vhieh
ft occurs: like con Be used an & routine hesitacfon forsuls but can
serve this purpose because its core evincive wse Ls both universally
applicadle and relatively i(noocoous (o the proceedings. A spealer
saying 1the during & pause to forsulste & continuation subtly swggescs
& reason [or the pause: the material about to follew? te difffcult to
formulate appropriately or precisely. This is isplied By the proposed
evincive reading of the ftes, Uniths wil end (Owapter 2) like
is not predomivantly sa fnitiator, Decause forsulstion difficulties
can and frequently do arise within an witersnte or sentence. It 1a
80t surprising that like is found, anlde from the favored positions al-
ready mentiosed, distributed defore many diffarent phrase types and
vord classes:

(108) He was Just- 1ike losing 1t [LAB-A, 18]
I van able to 1ike a(d) Just [XTS5,12)
he 1ise sugniffel 1t [RTSa.4)
be 1ike scuffed up againet...|LAB-B 16)
it w= like Bled & 1itcle bic [LAB-D,16)
Ne have like radbice thar hop [LAB-B, 24)
It has to do with lfke uh things [KT%a.9)
He's wearing 11ke an aprom [Chafe 1980:301)
did ya pot It oo 1lke 2 Dlue,..[KTSa,.8)
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T can Neaar 1ihke & huszsing [LAD-B,1%)

e was 1lke shy [KTSa.))

pot 1the really Dasvy or seriows [RTSa.1)

eating 1lks Chinese food [RT5s.6)

wo had 1ike vichker Daskers [Chafe 1980:309)

vhe'd actwally been lika--good sssaritainae [Chafe 1980:317)
1t'd be 1tke chilly encugh [RTS, 20)

vith 1ike ~ store Levis [LAB-A}

We'd leave 18ke early so I could. .. LANGA L6)

Be vas L1ike very fenny [RTSa.6)

We're poons be 1ike basically ub |[RKT5s,8)

You see Mim ~ 1ike ~ at a~ at & distance [Chafe 1980:1302)
supposed to bave 1ike a Casbodlisn character [KT8a.4)
playing 1ike with « I don'C resesher [Chale 1580:30%)
There's Tike this sttwaclion [NTSa,))

everything's 1ike throws of { [KTSs.8)

To say that the evincive wee of [ihe can be Jatent —accesaible
and velevant but not promissat ~-asounts Lo proposiag that wve sust speak
of dogrees vf meaningfulneas, literalneoss, or uselsiness (cf, Powell
1981) of izems of verdal rowtine. MNovever pleasant the repeatcosnions
of this petoposal may bo-<for they tend to cas: the study of verbal row-
sinen into even murkisr deptha than they already occupy--aone suth
net lon seoms wavolidahle, If we coosider the literal meaning of Jeaxi-
cal healzation forms to have been cospletely swperceded My thelr rous
tine function, we must acco for the wnimaginablility of, say, unlike
or fowr as Yesitation forme.'0 (See also the discussion of this topie
in Chaptar 1).

Tventy«tvo subject volentesrs were guuried to determine to what
extent, 1if any, they were sbile o assign » particular wse or meaning
to ifks iz some of its nonstandard positicas of occurreace. It was
ressoned that if the avincive reading 15 latest rather than nonexistent,
it should be accoasible to some extont vhen subjecta have a chance to
scrutinize an viterance contalning like, Stwdents In an Istreductory
Hoguistice course were saled to coma the vord like in the following
six comversation excerpts)

(105) She was very llhe open sbout her past.

(108) Thare was like nothing im any of the cwpboards.

(107) S5 lthe after the pgame ve vent down o the Owuar Bar,

(108) Dorothy fs 1iks constantly ashing for attestiom,

(10%) Ok filne. Exdeps Ralph like kept Mlcking s under the table.
(110) Mo matter what they say, 1'1] bo Jtke...flattered,

Seblects were asked to vite down the meaning, 1f any, of 1ike in sach
of the example mentences. t\nymumu-‘hcmutﬁw.

Althoogh the 'meanings” assigned to itke differed [rom spesher to
speatar and from exsple to example, vluully all vere comsistent with
the avincive reading in vhich lihe imdicstes & posaible minor nonequlvas~
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lence of vhat s sald and vhat (s seast, The responses, Bovever, teoded
to be quite specific about the particwlar discrepancies Involved. For
exsaple, sehjeccs agreod thar in (103) like somchov suggested a special
seaning for open bt disagreed about vhat the special seaning was.

One speaker suggested 'indirectly open’; another, ‘very cpen but wvery
blunt'; ancther, “open, a» you may have known other pecple to be';
aother, "almost very open’, One speaker oven sugpested that cpecnens
was only one of the qualities invelwved (the "for example’ rosding).

In each cane 1 vas understood as conveyiag & difference betwean the
speaher ‘s vords and what the speaker intended,

Similar disogrecments vere found tegarding the moaning of 1ike

In (106), Subjects saw like as conveying & special sense of the word

thing., Some of the suggested meanioge: "nothing werth having', ‘se-
Jﬁq of lsportance’, 'nothing that had appeal or value to the speak-
er', 'nothing the person wanted', 'mothing of Interest or usefulsess’,
‘mothing thac she likes', "almost mothing', "ft Just seemed like no-
thing', "absolutely nothing'. Wat these responses have in commca is,
Again, that they convey an extra elesent of seaning beyond vhat the
words folloving like vould ordisarily comvey, Two sebjects thought
Like conveyed that the speaker vas surprised or smared at dow enpty
the cwpboards were.

L in (107) wvas taken to qualify after the » Some of e
supgested meanings: "not issedistely after', "4 vhile after', 'scom
after but not ismedistely, "not fmmedistely following®. Two subjectn
asaigned the "for sxesple’ resding.

Ssbjects dissgreed about vhether Aike in (I08) expressed qualifi-
CAtisns about constantly or esphasized ft. One subject felt thar like
conveyed that 1'53'0_”_-&: felt the questioning te be 'a barden', Simi~
lar disagresments vere found with regard o the estent of the kicking
in (109); some subjects felt that like esphasized the amount of kich-
ing that eccurred, wvhile others felt that 1f vas less than kept wicking
= seenmed o Indicate.

In o fev cases ssbjocts offered more guneral meanings, also con-
sistent with the eviacive reading:

(RLL) “Speaker ta unsure of how te say vhat be seans™ [re1({110)]
(112) "hesitest 1o say vhat you dnow™ [rei(ill))

(113) “gives the speaker voom for qualificacion” [rer(111)]
(116) "expects the listener to fill 10" [re:(111)]

Io {(110) like wan followed by periods, = coavent jons) orthographic in-
dication of pawse. Oue subject noted that the spcaker has paused to
think of the wvord flattered bot nevertheless assigned an evincive
reading to ltke: "soc sure Me'll be flattered’., Another subject rug-
pested chat Tike "shows & cosparison with a word not thate, maybe &
wvord sisilar co flactered'. Another suggested thet 1ike...flattered
means ‘as Lf flacte » Yot snother suggested, ‘She feels :f: is
flattered but 1s not sure If that s the vay she should take 1£°,



Anotber: "really vomders viether be'd be flattered or sot’,

Thase tesults indicate gquite clearly that, vhile the basic use
of 1tke may not b consistently or clearly sccesxible to Introspectlon,
vhen 4 reading Is assipned 1o a sitwation of close attent iveosss, the
use annipgned the fore s essentlially the proposed evincive sow,

3.6 I1t's Like

There are several instances of 1t's like in the Jata sentesce~
fnitially without the clear literal semse in which {t has & specific
discourse refereat or & referest In the aftustlion of utterance (as in
Carmolita has & hot car, It's like thw one that Cecil bo «Je Rae
thar, 1t'n 1i%e appears 1o ing ¢t
has by ltaelf<-but here again the evincive reading may have been
eroded semevbat by routinization of the itea as, In this coane, 3 sen-
tenco~initiating toutine, Mt the evincive reading Is avallable and
appropriste Lf one ware to inafst on literalness. In the folloving
exanples the prosoun can, if pressed, be taken to refer to vhat the
speakear has in aind to express:

(115) M: Does be thuwart you at any cime? Y'hoow we thisgs that he
says?
Ci ¥ mitor really, It"s ke ob:: uvhi:m uh In 3 playfel -
kinda way 1 guons - y'know |[RTSa,))

C3I6) Wi It doesn't even pgot to the point vhere you hinda 4o »
double tabke? ...
€1 Uk y= Well « It's lthe wie)l]l pometines that does hagpen.
[8TSa, )]

(117) €& They tallor-made it uh - for us - almost - y'knew. 1It's
Iike they wrote 1f aroved us [RTS5a,)3)

(108) C: 1 mean 1fhe ubc: = 1 1 1the to une all Rind{d)a pipes »
Ex~ Excwse the expression « y'know 1the ub y'inow vha(t)
1= It's like what Is that thing called? A "buyer'?
[RT%a,5)

CH9) EVA: An(d) 1t's Like = y'hnow 1% (Jusie) (m=) = yo can't
pass anybody anyway, It's one off) thew- It's like- the
road 1 live on bhete In Ohto y'hnew like « cne lene or
y'know it's tao-vay (ya gozca) go off the slde off)
the road for anyihing 4 pasa...and it's Jthe « It's
Just kinés vild, [LAB-A,64)

(120) Hi Hov dces o guy from Cheyenne find relating to let'n may
a Barbara Strefsand bind of an audience? Ul = an easy

or & hard job.
Ci1 ¥« Jt's lthe vhen 1 wvent into the setvice « ! went in the

Marines - we ware - [tells szory] |RTS.1))

C121) M1 1w that » secret asbition? |f.e. doing a munical routine|
C: Uh: you,..But £2's 1tho wh right now we've wricten like
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uh quite & fev songs. [NTS,1)]

(122) €1 1 met Charlie Coodrich and ft's 1ike 1 set him at Aspen...
[RT5,06)

(123) C€: and uvh y"know ft's Jtke uhim we €44 a thing oo the Ed
Sullivan Show, [XTS)

Tvo additional exssples of it's 1ikse appear iIs the dats preced-
ing internal gquotation (cf. ),2 a&n!z

(126) Ic's like "Oh Cod, There's all thase pecple wvalking by™ hhh.
[LAB-A 6)

(127) People voulda't touch her for years becawse it's like “Oh
sho's & ninger™ y'know, [KTSs)

Note that, Sust as like does, 1t's lihe frequently occurs before
hesitations and other discontimuities. In a1l buc twe of the above

exanp los H'c 1tke precedes a discontinuity of one kind or another,
T™e only erence betveen 1t"s 1ihe and like scems to be thet It's

1ike is restricted 10 clause- (and wsually sentence~) tnicial position,

s 1ike occurs far less frequently tham ltke, and there may %o an fa-
3 tional hicrarchy ia their use: speskers use it's like alwo
wae 1ike, though the opposite appears sol to be the case,

3.7 Cooclusiom

In the preceding discussion it s argued that the current efflor~
escence of like in conversation, at least among youngor speakors, is
not a sysptom, as Newman would have 11, of “the death of Eaglish™, bt
the spresd from its originally quite restricted range of occurresce of
a itewm vhieh in geseral indicates a possidle loose fit Batween overt
expression and intended meaning. With this use libe is particularly
sulted to conversation, vhere speakers (even, probably, Edvin Newwan)
frequently find thesselves in the position of havieg to forsulste
vhat they have to say vithout cthe cime for the considered eloquence
possible vhen they are, say, hunched over a sanuscript, The exigencies
of speech, and even sometines of vritisg, often call for swch eminently
scceptable logwtfons a8 80 o speak and As 1t vere, vhich, by rights,
OugM 0 be subject to as such censure as llke Insofar as they tow
indicate speakers' Isability to forwmlate & strictly sccurate or ap-
propriate veralon of vhat they vant o express, %o Joudt like 1s the
scapegoat of norsativists becasse it Lu, st lesst in some positions of
SCCUTTEnCE, A& NOWaser,

To claim that the "aberrant' uses of like are all seaningless 1
simply wrong, thoogh this charge may be correctly leveled«<bat only to
an extent-~at the routise interjectional use of like In vhich the evine
cive reading is less prominent, though stil] appropriate . The charge
of mwaninglesscess 1a, on the other hand, clearly unjustified in the
case of like befoce exact or obviowsly inexacc descriptions and
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Incersal quotations,

To the watest that evincive like in & provislon for lowse talk,
(t 1s understandable thet (ts wee has been criticized. Mowever, wiui-
Lar wses of Like have been obeerved for cestorles in Eaglish?iy and
only a pedant would fnsist that speakers cught to be alvays able to
find the perfect ostward expression for thely thoughts. In addition
o like wnd the sore respectable expresnicos as it were, B0 Lo spesk,
ﬁ or less, W. _Iﬁm. ete. (a Iist appwars in
. 1972), at t mlmg. nia, kinda iike,
rie like, wto., all af vhich con sder certals clrcumatances indlcate
-mKBlW:Ntﬁn‘M the speaker Bas I smind and vher s
overtly satd (thoogh, as Lakeff pointe out, Chere are fing L furences
soew ltesa). Such forms and wxpressicos evisce a discropancy
ruh:ztl-a specify dt, sisce (f thay did apecify it, thace would be
cone.

Kor cen English be considered moridund for requiring ltems thac
acknovledge flaved, or possibly flawed, espression. Speech (s by nae
ture & selective and ofcen an approxisste resdaring of sental contents.
Though there might be a case for some thoughts being perfectly ex-
presved by sose wordings, It weems unlibely that wich a perfect con-
section exists as the role. In any lasgwage ote mey cosmest an this
fact, but the situatlon arfses s !mwnu‘ in speech that langmages
have conventional ways of desling vith ft,!

ke thus joine the raok of maligned coaversational ftems recent-
ly being resurrectod under the comely title "discourse particles’.
Such Ltems have & specillable ose la conversatlon St 40 not lead them-
selves to static entries in dlctlonaries. Evincive llke, and other
evinaives, comes o life in the dynamice of ongolmg talk with its
tesporal and turn taking requirements, unexpected terns of tople,
sleights, distractions, and co-the-spot Degotintions, Is this kind of
belavior the courses of thought and talk frequent )y diverge, sod It
can be halpful to the ende of commmicatlom £f speakurs Save = alnple
vay of saying so, or of making It seem so,

Even in the use in vhich it (s moat rostinized=-~as & pausal 1o~
terjootioo-~evincive 1ike has its peculiar virtues, Rather than Just
filling a hole In am stterance, it offers, ot least {nsofar as (e
core uae Ln attended to, & reason for the pause. By saylng thae what
follows will be 1ihe vhat should ot could be sald, the speaker suggests
that sooe thought 1w difficult to forsulate. By being explicated, the
pause is detoxifiod, becoming polite and reasonable, am ALLespl al ex-
pression rather thas 4 fallure of communicat lon,




'Nnny dictionaries 1ist as dialectal the use of like as a werbal
auxilliary seaning ‘came near’, as in ! llke to fell out of bed.

“this term s due to G. Lakoff (1972).

’nu wtage (s, Movever, sentioned in an sditor’s note Lo
Schousrup 1982,

‘tu s inforsal servey of 25 undergroduates at Ohio State, eighs
claloed to wse the coostruction regularly and all had heard ft. The
studonts all agreed that the gquotaticas it istroduces are internal,

S ‘T’ 1s probably sn attempt at fluent English tramalation. It
fa clear that the ftom's wual seaning {s "like’,

Suebater’s Third does 1ist & *for axmmple’ reading for like In 1ts

use &3 & conjunction: vhen your ear gives trouble-~1ike vhg the motor

von't starc,

\bolloﬁ conslders the use of 1ike to B¢ peculiar to Callfornia.
This is certainiy not the case.

‘ou anyome, exceptl the critics, ever really say “Like WLI1"T 1
suspect that this and other bSizarre cases are dus to overzealous Imi-
tation by people vho don't wie like snd are mystiffed/Dorrified by it

’ﬂ- saterial may preceds in the case of sentence<final like.

'ohthn this should be & quary: 4o ssch cases exfac?

Uurigm (1957:637-638) cliten & pre-19th cestury example: §o, Jike,
1 went directly.

nkm quotes are oftes used in writing to do vhac dows in
speech, Exanples are scettered throughout the text of ¢t disserta~
tion.,

e and similar ftems may also be used for politescss as vhat
SMouse and Kasper (1981) call ‘modality markers'. Such hedges can be
waed to avold "a precise propositional specification thus circumvent~
{ng the potential provocation sweh & specification might entall”™ (147),

%7



CHAFTER FOUR
L

In thin chapter it Is argued chat the discourse particle well ia
a0 evincive with & parcticular basic use ad that this fect 18 crecial
to understanding the varfous ways In vhich well Lu used in comverse~
u;nls. The discourse particle is to be dintingzished fros the adwerd
wvell, &2 in

(1) She wims well,
and the "dogree vord' well, as in
(2) e vere well Into sweser before the fog 1ifred,

The well discussed in this chapter {s usually referred to as an inter-
Jection and has no ebviows synchronlc coomection to the adwverb or the
degroe word, The use of the discourse item s 1llusteated in (3) and
(4):

(’) “ell, 1 M't now,
(4) There vere, well, four of thes.

Bacause it occurs so frequancly in ordisary talk, the discourse
parcticle vell has bees the sudject of several rocent studies. Partice-
lar interest Bas besn shown in the "discourse function' of well, vhich
has Been examined by considering how the appearsnce of this ites 1s an
utterance (imagined or actwal) alters the mcaning, use, or appropriste~
sean of the utturance., The general result of these studies has been
to isolate a nusber of potatively distinct wes of well, each repre«
senting the pairing of some identifisble discourse position and as
aspect of the seaning or use of witerances containing wil In that po-
sitlon. The grest varlety of such uses has lod, In ition, to gene
oral proncuncesents abowt vhat these wses, or some subgrouping of ches,
Mve In common,

T™he priscipal ais of this chapter is not to dispuse the aocurmy
or relevance of these previows stwlies (though sone smalyses vill be
quest foned, and In some cases Tevisioos vill Y sugpested) Dot 1O pro-
pose & unified osccount of the many diffezent discourse functions of
well (dentified to date 1o the literature. As in the previcua twe
chapters, this vill tavolve Saving recourse to the notion "evincive'
(see, esvocially, Chapter 2), vhich, in the case of well, turns out to
have considerable explanstory value., TYhe 1saue to be wased with

48~
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regard to each of the discourse fwnctions considered will bhe vhy

in particular Is waed to fulfil) esch specific discourse functica.
auchors of the fuwoctional studies of well 1o be referced to below have
sooned coatent, with tve exceptions to b discussed, 1o talk abost well
as f fts femction vere entirely descridable by charactariaing the
function of utterssces comtaining 4t. It will be argeed

below that as an evincive vell Das fn fact & wingle use and that in
particular discourse contexts this single wee can lead 1o & variety of
possible interprecations based co the istersction of the basic contri~
butiom of the (tes vith the cooatexts In Wiich it occurs. The claim,
thes, is that once the wse of well has Seen correctly isolated, the
‘fusctional polysesy' of the (tem (s predictable sod usdoratandsble,

I, as Just claimed, wil has & single isclable wse, how have s
sany researchers, mamy of them native speakers of English, managed teo
overlook €27 The sansver 1s probably that the basic coatribution of
vell 15 not clearly sccessidle to introspection. Fer ose thing, to
;;uuly characterize the me of vell, & speaker vould dave to cor-
rectly formulate {ts evincive status. This is & lot te ask. But the
preblem may be even degper. In reporting the scaning of a sentence
linguistically naive speakers do not carefully sort owt pragmatic frea
stricely linguistic factors, and even coopetent linguists find it hard
to extricate these two bedfellove. When speakers sttespt to conault
their Intultions abowt the ceotribution of well, this contribution is
reported an an asalgan of the basic lexical contribut fon of the wrd
snd the foplicatures and coatextual wsderstandings relevant vhes that
contributlon 1a used In site (compare, In this regard, the secaning
repoctn In Chapter 3), A third possible reascn for difflculty in re-
porting the contribution of vell {a that Interjections operate some-
viere bolov the level of full consclows avaresess (unless they become
20 abundant as to draw attention to themselves), Interjections are
not in geseral heard an crecial to the content of an witerance and are,
therefore, typically not fatthiully reproduced in, for euxsmmple, the re~
telling of » Johe. Well does not entirely resist introspectica, of
course, a8 the stwdies discusned belov attest, Differences betveen
utterances containing well and those, othervise the same, that do mox,
are roticeable, But they represent & cosbination of the basic contri-
Butien of well and contextual interprecatices of itw ume.

T™he proposal of this chapter As that the basic evincive use of

is to indicate that the present spoaker 1a nov exanining the ¢on-
tonts of the private world, The many distinct uwees of well in din-
course all share this core use, thoogh the net Interpretation of as
utterance cootalining well will only be sxplicable by ansvering twe
questions: 1) Where 10 the seqeant fal developeant of a particular sens
tonce, witerance, exchaage, ccoveraatioa, etc., does well occur?! and
2) Wy does the speaker 1n that parcicular context and sequential posi-
tion choose to drav sttention to Bis or her exasinatiom of the private
vorld? s the following sections eoch of the discourse functions that
have boen atiributed to vell is oxanined individually vith & viev to
showing how sach can be appropriately described by asswering these two
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quastions, provided that in sach case vell has the banic wviscive use
Jusl proposed.

4.2, Nell Sefote Exclematlons

Svartvik (1950) cakes well in esampleos 1tks Sall 1'sm damned (cf.
Amgrican Eaglish Well 111 be %0 b an expresnicn of "exclsna-
COTY surprise, atc. cons thin wae of well distince from
its other weee. Notice, Dowever, that the sxpression 1° alome
Conveys exclasatory surprise, so that thety Ls reslly = cane
for itanlf Raving this meaning, It cen b suggested thar i»
common before items liks shit, whiz, asd hell, Secanse such Ltous
ste oaly sppropriately wttered when speaker has clear Sestificacion
(or resorting to esotlosally charged language. Because well exprasses
that the spesker is engaged in private thinkisg, sad Soes this Jwet
pPrior to the exclamatory utterance, well can be taken here to indicate
that growmds for strong langeage exist. does not itsalf Indicate
vhat these grounds might be-~it indicates ¥ that what the speaber
says in {mmediately preceded by internal consultation.

The interpretatios of well in this case can de broksn down fur-
thar In 2 way that will be ul 10 pply o other functions of wvell
alpe:

1. indicates speaker’s corrent internal comaultetion of the
private vorld (the core use);

2. singe ers routinely attend o the conversational procesdings
ia which they are participants, this laward consultation 1
infarrably relsted In some way 1o those proceedings|

3. aloce the isternal cousultation occura Swfore and after sequen~
tially placed contridations of salk, will is Inferredly relevan:
Ia soguence: thet Lo, It I mpecifically felevant with respect
to what ocowrs defore and after 1t

4. 4 addresses nay Attespt tu discers & reason vhy the speaher has
used & marker of Internal conswitation at & glven sequeant ial posl-
tion s a cooversstion and, 1= saking the assusption that the
spoaker 1p bolng cooperacive, say try to deduce the reasea for
the coamultatise beling evinced by wee of Wil ratber than broughs
w eoxplicitly in che shared world: and the spealer uning  well may
expect soch inferences and dedocticos (or gwsases) (o occwr.

in the particular cmW. zﬁ s seen an rele-
vant te the witering of 1'» P e 1'm damned In an expression
of stroag emotica, is inferrably used bere in an attempt to justi-
fy the employseat of this charged iten In the shared world, The speak-
or appears to b saying, "1's not sisply losing control of myself here
sothere in 4 good reasnn, whick | an now (nternally coasulting, for
wy chotce of this emdtive expression.™ The specifics of the Justifica-
tion that weil evinces vill (n sose cames bo apparent to both spesber
adl Interlecutors, For smawple, ¥ell 1'= Samned could he spoken after
muther®s shocking smaruncenent . thewe detalls may alen N
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somethisg to vhich only the spesker L& privy--for exasple, if ¥ell 1's
dasned vere witered vien the speaber had just felt an ectopic e
beat or suddenly noticed a close visual resesblaace betwwan some ether

conversant and Marle Ourie.

The procedure i 1-4 above will be referred to below as the
Basic Isterpretacion Pattern for the use and wnderstanding of well in
conversat foa, This pattern will be alluded to repeatedly belov in the
discussion of other wsas of well; (¢t alvays applies in the same vay,
slthough the particulars in step & differ fros context [0 context.
Note that no claim is beling wade that speakers seqeencially apply these
steps im real time; the fntent is aimply to eswserate the factors in-
volved In & correct costextual isterpretation of well,

4.3 Sell Introducing Direct Discourse

Svartvik comments that well s used an & “signal indicating the
begisming of direct speech, paraliel to that of quotatios marks in
writdmg™ (1980:175). It vas argeed above in Chapter 2 that 11 4=
this poaition has sisply ite bagic evincive use. Strictly, it is cor-
rect in one way, and incorrect im another, to compare the wse of weil
to that of gquotation sarks--correct in that wil can perfors the en«
quoting fwnccion (see 2.4), but incotrect in that woll s attributed
to the quoted speaker. Subjects presented with exanple sentences Itke
(S) invarfably agree that is part of the quotation, not an item
basically assributable to the quoting speaker;

(5) Noger satd, "Well, thisk 5t cver and let we know Tueaday.”™

Morecwer, to clalm that vell is sipply sn enguotiog mark falls to ex-
plain why many other evincive Interjections are capable of sarvisg the

vame function (see 2.2.1).

1t vas argued tn Chapter 2 that well fs in geveral & constructiom
on the pact of the quoting speaker Inserted by that speaker as back-
grounding for the swbatantive part of the guotation (but intended and
deard as attriduted to the quoted speaker). Evincive weoll, becasuse it
calls into play the Basic Interpretation Pattern fa useful L0 Contex-
tealize & quotation by providing a backgrownd againat which it can be
appreciated, Via the Basic Pattern, vell iawokes & sitsation is vhich
the quoted speaker may be sean as having spoken out of sose them-current
coonideration and tdareby sitcates the quotation as an ingegral part
of scem nonpresent situaties.

Goldberg (1980:113) suggests & similar, byt (mportantly different
function of well ia wtterances like (3). “Perhaps it is because the
well ties the utteranco-unit back to the preceding utterance-uait that
woll often prefaces reported speech. The quote s used to support or

colour to vhat has been related.™ First. notice that, as Svartvih
d:d, Goldberg disrngards the foct that well (s atcributed to the gquoted
rather than the quoting speaker, If 1t Jioks anything to somethMing
prior, therefore, i1t should be seen as linking the quoted utterance to
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something prior for the ggt_g‘mt In the reported situwation of
siterance, not to the contributiom of the quoting speaker. If such
's vere to be Meard as a linking device for tying topether sttor-
ances of the quoting speaker, we would expect vell to occur soswvhere
before, not after, the verd of verbal communicaticn, nince cccwrring
after that verd well (s assigned to the quoted apeaker (see 1.4),

Note alpo that Coldberg's comment concerss the utterasce-wnit
containing well rather thas well fteelf, The principal force of her
vork on wvell and other discourse particles has deen 1o demomstrate
the ¢collocation of thase itema wvith particular t!’tt of conversatiomal
‘soves'l and the fnterpeetation of particles s "markers’ of thesws
move types. In the case of wvell introducing direct gquotatiesm, this
leads avay from the basic sense of vell o an AlTespt to see vell as 2
marker of a “holding' or & "progressive holding" move:

An uttecance-wnit Is ... & holding move 4f 1t &8s & backchanme! or
4f its discourse referents are drawn from those in the utterances

wnit(s) vhich fsewdiately preceded f(c, that is, reforests sy be
"subtracted™ or dropped but pev referents may not be sdded; |an
witerance 18] a progressive-bolding move LIf 1t shares some of the
sane discourse relerents As Lhe pt!;t utterance-unit Sut also adds
sdditional referents not present Iin the prior utterasce-wnin,
(Goldberg 1980:89)

The treatment of well a8 & markar of sove type Involves & &10f8-
cuit atep of reasoning h proves equally problesatic for Goldberg's
treatment of ¥y 'knov discussed delov In Clapter 6): use of the vord
‘marher' implies Chat the item in question coes move Lype rather than
that it 15 sisply & frequent concomitant of certain move types. [I're-
womably scomthing referred to as & "marker” s used by speakers spe-
cifically to mark sove type and in understocd that way by others, The
weakar positfon, though it 1s the strongest position swpported by
Goldberg's data, s that vell (because, 1 weld claim, of Its basie
evincive wie) In more 1ikely to occur with sose wmove types than athers.
The strooger 'marking” positica would seem to require for its support
» descmatration that conversants can acteally fdentify move types by
referrisg to vell exclusive of following material. It seems unlidely
that this could sver be descastrated, hovever, since well tn fact
eccurs with various move tn,s and could pet, therefore, unanbiguously
indicate any parcicuiar one,

As flluntzuted dn the following section, the eviscive treatswnt
of well can be used to explain the frequent occurresce of wvell vith
perticeiar move types.

In any case, the applicability of move analysis 1o wvell begimning
quotations tw 111-founded o long a8 the analysis sttempcs 0 relate
the quoted utterance to foregoing waterial contriboted by the guetin
speaker. Such well's are more appropriately vieved as dackgr ™
(Chapter 2) that comtextualize the quotation with respect to the
quoted speskar's sitwation of utterance. Such backgrounders are in
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er,

4.4 Tople Shifuing

Svartvik (1980:174) cites an exsmple (here revritten iIn reader’s
notation) In vhich vell closes previous discourse and focuses on fol-
loving discourse, offering 48 synonyms for this use "all right thes",
‘so', "ok', ‘comsequently’;:

(6) A: but if they vanted people atound to talk to -~ them |
vould be very happy to sat ~ (and) got a Jetter back
saying ve have arranged for you to stay - Well let's
taks the interview firet.

This can agsin de regarded an sisply the evincive reading wed in cone
jenction with the Basic Pattern. Without well the speaker vould be
seen As peresptorily changing topie without taking leave of the other
participant to do so. This might lead to wawarrasted lmplicatures
(for exasple, that the speaker is concealing scmething or is disterbed
by the &irection the conversation is taking)., By evinciag covert con-
sultation at the point just before an abrept topic shift, the speaker
can isply that the ahift 1s & consldered ouve snd, by anscuncing that
the comnideration Is occurring,. Inavites tha interlocuter to f£11] in
pome reasonable sotive for the abift (for example, that it is tine 0
Rer 1o the business ar haed),

Consider the follewing coenstructed exampled

€7  n: ((talks about his new swimmisg pool))
A: Do you bave the merger papers with you!
B! Yes. 5o I thought, "NWine feet? Sere, that's
deep enough.”
A: NVell, can we get starced om this sow?
Bi O, swre, I'wm sorvry, The papers are right bere,

Goldberg (1580) Includes cases of this sort vith instances of well
prior to continuations following side segquences (see Jefferson 1992),
well initfating a (pre<)cloning section (see Schegloff and Sacks 1973),

vell iotreducing the first topic of & conversacion. She comments,
"Well marked moves are essestially "backvard looking' with a forwverd
looking disposition--that 1s, well marked moves tile the current wtters
ance-wmit back to the prier viterance-unit(s) vidle providing iaforma-
tion vhich progresses the coaversation isto its next phase™ (105).

1t van sugpestod earliier that the fact that well cies previous
1o fellowing saterial follows sisply froo the fact that it eccurs af=-
ter preceding matarial and before following material (as o all other
Conversat lonal ftess except the first and the last) and, given the
cooperativenass of speskers, I8 takes as relevant 10 the developing
coaversational sequence In the sesse that the speahar is presusmed to be
sindful of viat has beeo sald and prospectively attentive to vhat s
to be mald cext. Even ftems like sctually, vhich specify a break with
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preceding material (see Coldberg 1980) are "backward lookisg" insofar
a5 they establish a break betwveen wvhat follows and vial precedes.

Topic ahifts, preclosings, closings, and changes froa Introdec-
tory to topic talk are #ll straightforvardly vhat they are. The well
often prefixed to these moves indicates that the speaker makes vhat~
ever the move Is with prior consideration. To mark this considerasfon
AR Scowrring At jJust that point has the effect of ssoothing the trans
sition to the sext phase, but well has this effect only by virtue of
its banic use applied in the particular cootext in which it sccurs;
by draving sttention to the coosidered mature of the shift, the spesher
indivectly provides that the shife (s & motivated one and therebdy
forestalls any possible accwsations of noncooperstivensss, peresptori-
ness, or lack of attention to the developing sequence of shared talk,

4.5 VNell Before Anpvers

Noting the occurrence of vell In exssples such as (0) ed (),

(8) What time is f27
Sell, the sen Just come wp.
(9) Did you kill your wife?
*“. yes,

R. Lakoff (1973:458-439) proposes that well preceding an angwer ex-
presses elther some kisd of Insufficiency im the ansver ftself, or

that the answerer considers the questlon to Be n some respect fnsufl=
ficlent or deflclent. MWines' treatmont (1977) differs from lakoff's
in treating vell as an schnoviedpgment that the addressee has doard the
question and grante the previows spesher'sright to ask 1, In either
viev it is expected that well will frequently occur defore fndirect
ansvers, as In (8): these annwvers might ochorvise Be In danger of sece~

Ing waresponalve or uncocperative,

Wines clatme that Lf well precodes a direct ansver, 1L espfesson
elther that the speaker (s unswure vhether the ansver is responsive 1o
all that is meant by the question, or that the questicn fn {tself de-
ficlent im somw wvay--for example, in that £z asks for Inforsation the
Questioner may be presused to have alresady (cf. Hines 1977:311),

In Wines' treacment well does not femelf Iadicate imawfficlency
but rather i1s used o lsplicate insufficlency. For example, occurring
before a direct snwver, as in (10),

(10) Q: Vhate time s 1t?
Al Well, three o'clechk,

well 1o, 1o this view, heard as basically achnowledging the guest ion-
oT'R TIgM to ask the questioca. If the ansverer schnoviedpes the
speakar's right to ask the question vhere such an acknowledgpmest Lu
ot obviously called for, as in (10), the ansverer thereby implicates
that the right co ask the question vas queationable.
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The evincive troatoeat of well offers a sisple explanatlon for
vhy well {a found sc commcaly before indirect smavers and after ques-
tions the ansverer finds problesaticsl. Again, the Rasic Patters can
be called into wesa, The primery fact bare is that the spesaker chooses
Lo express that imnar comsuitation is cccurrismg prior Lo ansvering.
Hises' ters “ackeoviedgnent’ (s functionally #pt in cases like this,
but the evincive treatmeat axplains viy wil 1s capable of performing
this schnoviedpgment .

Since well evinces current inmer consultation and {s placed be-
tween the twvo parts of & questico/answer sequence, betveen the ques-
tion that jwst occurred and the ansver that is abowt to, well is in-
ferrably related to the question and/or the answer. In any case the
Geestion Is taken Into conslderation and thus, in effect, acknowledged .

The evincive treatnent also provides & reasom for the "insuffi~
cltency'. To savince interoal consultacion st & gives point esbodies
4 clalm that o ansounce such consultatiom there is deesed relevant by
the speaker, Since the expected response 1o 4 nsardatorical question
is & proopt and direct anmwer, sny fallure of a direct answer to follow
the question in tisely fashion isplies 4ifficulty on the speater's part
in sngwering. Either the meaning, appropristensss, stc. of the ques-
tion, orf the sawvering process, may be the source of the 4ifflculry.
Be may predict, a5 & third case sot ment loned by Lakoff or Xioes, se-
quences in vhich both guestlon and answver are doumably fnswfficlent.

(i1) is & hypothetical exanple:

(11) Qi When 414 1t all begin?
A: Well, 1f you swan the wniverss, ! don't think ft had

te have & Seginning, per_sa,

T™he fourth case in wvhich no Insuffictoncy is really invelved but an in-
ser cosanlitation nevertheless occurs in not & ryeal possibility. That
well after questions inplicates an Insufficlency follows from the fact
that 1t fa fssuod between the quastion and the response or answer.
Labov and Tanschel (15771189) note that well has & “tesporizing and
delaying™ function. This follows from the evincive treatment: the
speaker has paused 10 consult his or her thoughts., 1If so, the spesher
must have been "glven pause" by sosething. This will be interpretable
o Indicating soew Lnsufficliency in the question or the sasver or both,

4.6  Nell Belote Questions

R, Lakefl (1973) comments that vell used Bofoce questions, as
i

{12) Well, vha's golng to take out the garbage?

expresses inaulficiency felt by the wser of well to obtain in the uwe-
tarance or action 1o Walch the question Is & respomae. Here again, an
interpretation invited by & particular discowrse cootext has Seen mis-
taken for a property of the vord well ftself. (12) conveys the spask-
er's Ispatience (due to sn insufficioncy in the estesing sitwtion).
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Ber why would the speaker of (12) vamt 1o Indicate Inner comsulcation?
Tha Carbage seeds to be taken cot (LIFf this is & bomm (ide Indirect re-
qeest) and sodody is clearly istending to do it (snother condition on
sincere regquesta), 1 4% used to indicete that che speaker’s ine
direct request Is oo constderation of the existing sitwation,
vaich itself Inwnives wn insuffictemcy. WSell does not coavey the ilo-
el ficlency=~the questicn follewing well isplicates it.

Or commnider (1))t
(13) Well, vhy didn't Marvard crownce ‘eal

T™his vell serely indicates that “Why £idn't Sarvard trowmee ‘en?™ (s 2
consldered question. It 1s certainly true that there 1s soswthing
lacking &n the altustion to vhich the question (s 4 response, bar Soes

comvey thiaT The quwestion (teelf Joes 20, If » qmation was

o 1t must be decauss not all of the (aformation the spesher of
the guestion seeds in apparent or has been provided, Thw only dif-
farence attendant on the wae of well heve is that by lessing it the
speaker expresses lsser consultation for omse of varlous Yoasoss none
of which is axplicitly ssnounced by well itself, det vhich may there-
after de hinted at, {splied, sxplaloed, or left hanging 5y the speshker,
and for the sddresses s part, may be guessed ar, inferred, or, for that
matter, laft mquestioned. %Sisce a guestion follows this annownced in-
per tossuitation, the conswitation Is Meard an leading to the question,
The speakor sppears to be saying, "On the basis of consideration, | am
led to ash thile..." But this interpretatice Is groended In prageatics:
to understand how well s used tare, cno Sust ask vy It s that a
speaker might “anmoence’ lnner consultation prior to ashing & particu~
lar gueation.

Svartvik (1980:73) and Culdberg (19801229) clte work by Dulols
in which be clalms that wil is one type of "editing sacker', specifi-
cally, o "clalm oditing' marker, in contrast to sarkers of 'reference
edicing” (o.g. that (s), "nuance aditing' (e.x. ) and "miscabe
editing' (e.g. | sean). The repalr following a well of this kind "en-
Sodles 4 sodification from the less acourate, wore excessive, [lasboy
ant or exagperated to the sore moderate and accurate” (Coldberg 1980:
22%). This odsarvation appears 30 be essentinlly corrset 1L may be
pointed out, though, that once again the usefulness of Wil for & par-
ticular discowrse functics (here, claim edizing) Is only understand~
able vhan the basic evincive wee of Wil Ls taken Inte account.

Well does oot ftself directly isdlcate correction of any hind,
Note the discourse contert (n viich these inscances of \-ll re
foand: after a vepairabls ftewm and befote & corvection. sccurrence
together of & repairable and & correction frsalf Indicetes that cor-
recticn in belng vadartehen and vhat kind of correctlon is baing sade.
To underwtand the role wil plays in self-repalr, 1t is only secessary
to exanine the comsequences of inserting & marker of lsoer comsulcation
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between the two "Salves' of certain repaly sequences. The other marker
types sentioned By DuBois all serve thelr fusction by virtue of an ele-
ment of meaning they bear. This is odvious from cosparing the ascribed
correction fumctions and the 1iteral meaniags of | mean, that is, and
rather. As an evincive, well (sdicates locking Lwward at prosent men-
tal contents., The repalr cases In vhich swd inner consultatloss are
most 1ikely to be of wee are those in wvhich the spraker vishes Lo re~
consider something a/he has just said and restate it more In sicordance
vith these sental costents. This 1s all thet vell dees at repair
sites. The notion that the correcticn fwvelved is more accurste, less
excossive, etc, than the original is not & fect sbout wvell, or even
about ‘clafim edicing’; 1t 1a a fact abour correction fiself. Virtually
all correction and editing iavolves Laprovenents in the direction of
wore accuracy. To say that well marked repairs have this fusciion is
therefore not very 1lluminating.

[tens 1ike 1 mean, that is, and rather can halp clacifly the s~
ture of & particular corvect oo vhere this might be in dowdt, but well
indicates omly that the speaker s recosaidering. The oddneas of &
correction like (l4)

(14) *1 have a dog, well, cat named Flors.

is due to the appearance it gives that the speaker 1s reconsidering the
gootaxy of Nis or her pet. Seth sesast lc sudstlitut lom srrofs arise
wvhan the speaker slips and selects the syong form from the sental lexi-
con., The speaker of ac error like that in (I4) doss mot mean cat as an
inaccurate approxisation of dog, »0 00 reconalderation 1 necessary-«
only ssbatitution of the correct form. The ftem ] swan s scceptable
in semantic substitut fon erroras

(15) 1 have & dog, ! sean, cat nased Fiors,

precisely becavse 1t specifically clarifies (vith frs litersl readisg)
that the repairable is s incorrect (ot sisply Inaccurste) repreosen-
tation of vhat the speaker has ia mind to may.

Kot all self-repair tnvolves correctiom. S_E; a5 soted by James
(ane 2.) above), can octter AL sentente~intersal points of pouse!

(&) Timre wore, woll, four of chem.

Fince the sentence Is Incomplete ot the poist vhere well s fssued, the
Inferrable reason for the pause is that the speaker has paused to con-
slder how to continue the sentence.

Although Jases n general defers to K. Lakoff (197)) for dimscus-
slon of the seaning of well, she does make several comments regarding
the sentence~internsl use of the ften. (Janes' discumsion of is
in fact limited to these sentence~internal uses, and she even cla
(1974:9) that well s primarily sencence-intersal, although this 1»
clearly far from the truth (see Chapter 2). One use of well sont ioced
by James is to indicate that “the spesker cen de stopping to think
of the best way of saying vhat he has to say™ (1974:17). In this use



-38-

woll 18 only acceptable “vhea the speaker could hwew satld scowthing
ot than vhat he does say; vhen thare is thus 4 reason for him te
stop and thish™, laterjecticaal wall thus “isplies the pressnce af
alternativea™. Thus {2 har discusslon aof (14)

(18) Sue won't ever finish hor sowel, well, Bi1) thinks,

Janes says, "1t seems that 1s saying ... vell before *Bil1l thinks',
the speakar is indlesting that there are otber things de could say in
wddition o, ae instead of , seroly soaying "BAIT thishe'™ (1974:192).

Nowever, Jases also mections two other posnibilicies, Well
could indicate swrely "reluctasce to speak™  (fbid. 196):

(") I's afraid 2ot is, wll, daad.

or 1t could iadicate that the speaker (s "stopplog to think adoss
vhethar to wwapand & presuppesicion™, an in

(18) Jolm deesn't deat his vife anymore, well, 4f he ever 414,
{(James 1974:18%)

Bt 1r can be supgested thet these throe uses of woll are not
actually distinct-<that in sach care isdicates snnar commvita~
tiom and thaet the differences betveen these theee wies are sperficial
and transparencly related to the cootexts In viilch vell is eaployed,

Janes places cooaiderabie enphanis on the ootion of Interject lea-
sl ‘reference’, She takes well in

(19) The girl vho sall she 1iked, well, Vivaldl dried the dishes,

to "refer' to Vivald!i In the sense that "it fa that thing vhich, vhile
pausing aod saying the interjection, the speaker s selecting to men-
tiom over other thimgs, trying to think of the best description of, or
trying to remasber, ete.™ (15241113),  Jases sees relerence, iIn this
unisgal secee of the vord, as a property of pausal Interjections she
stulled and waen the notlon (0 demcustrate seversal syntactic re-
strictions oo the sae of these Torme, The position taken In the pre-
sent work Is that ‘reforonce’ is ot a property of i(nterjections, but
s prageatic notion that exista guite Indepecdently of thes, The fact
thot Interjecclions appear to “refer” o <omatituents probably jJust
indicates that comstltuants afe mite of wtterances planning. Rotice
that even Af an walilled pause otcwrn Lnstead of ma Interjection, the
notiom of "refurwsce” (s still applicokls :

(20) The glrl vho sald she Liked, Vivaldl dried the dishes,

The idea that this speaker %aa stepped to conaider the formulation
Vivaldl dried che dishes 1n fust as abeucd dare as in the case of (19),

not rference’ adds nothing o our wnderstanding of the use of
well (o particular. The fact that well seems o "refer’ te vhat fol-
Towe rather than what precedes (Jawes 1976:125) resalts from the fact
that James® intersal wnll's preceds contimsations st correct foms
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(vhich Iatter coses Jones does vt consider). In the case of correc~
tions 1t In clear thar well (& forvard-referring only In the sense that
vhat follovs remains to forsulated; ia corrvectices both the cor-
rectible and the correction are secansarily Involved to some extent In

the (noer consultation,

4.8 Well and Other-Repair

Goldberg (1980) discusses instances of "other-repair®, such as

(21) B 1t's very expensive bare, 1've discovered,
At Yeah (.) Well 1t wuld be Just as expenaive dare an in
the States, do(n"t) you think? (235)

e comments, “When prefaced by a4 well tha spesker of the othar-ini-
tiated repair is heard as challenging the repairable spesker's cospe=
tence or expertise by indicating that the offered repalr s a matter of
common knovledge asd that the speaker of the trowhlesons ftem should
alno whare that knowledge" (1bid. 20).

Again an undarscanding of the evincive status of well can explaia
why well fa used as £t is in this particular discourse situation.

The ‘challenge' aspect of other-repair with follows from the
fact that woll evinces Iinternal coosultatica folloving sosething the
other speaker has said, Since the speaker issuing well, if cooperat-
ing, is prosused to be mindful of vhat was juat maid, to say well just
aftervard iedicates that the speaker vants to be seen o uumlly
comsulting at that + The occaslon for this lnmer consultation
inferrably Involves the precodisg utterance. Notice that eves If vell
alone is uctered tn this position, 1t can be heard as & challenge!

(22) A: 1'wve koown Jots of people vio've died by spontaceces
combust ion,
B: *‘t--o

B Is not oaly intermally conssiting but announces that this s so

following asother speaker's statesent. The Basic Patters operates

to yield & challenge: consideration folloving & statement by sOmcone

l.luctu that something sbout the statemwnt has provoked the speak-
& inser consultatfoo. The challesge Ls not scewthing fnhevent in

lh mtu or use of wall Bot resuite from applying the usual evincive

resding in yet sscther discoorse environsent,

The claim that the offered repair 15 & macter of common hnowledge
is ot encirely sccurate. The following exchangs ssems plausidle:

(23) A: A frlend of =ine had hepaticie,
B: Which kisd?
A: 1t wvas viral,
Pi Well, a doctor friend of mine explained 1o »e the
othar day that, cootrary to popular Belief, toth
major hinds of Yepatitis are viral,
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Hare 8 Is clearly sot preswpposing that the vical nature of both kinds
of Depatitis s common hmoviedge, Other-repatir this certainly ts,
however., (Notice that im (22) the shared knowlodge sspect of A's
clale 13 oxplicitly Indicated by Soiln's) you think?)

Coldberg communte on vell used In ascther bisnd of repair situa-
tion)
Sell prefaced achnoviedgnents of the other's repair convey & sense
impationce or displeaswre. The other<rupair i» marked as un-
warranteod at best and an uncomdonable Interrwption at vorst (Gold-
barg 1980:240).

She cites the folloving exasple:

(3€)  3: Me went right Sowm om the fle:1d'n'e " s sictin thare
talkin 1tke & ntgger, on all the guys (sean) all these
niggers er 211l // wp there in-

R: You swan Xe:gro: don'tcha,
(.)
J: Neh en // there all-ib%-u,.. (1bad, 240)

But is weil really the colprit In this tense situation? The
scenario: J 1w speaking; R indicates other-repair on an ftem thas )
conslders ot to be In need of repalr. 3's vell (vel) Indicates inter-
nal consuitation regarding vhat das just OCCUTTed——Che U TTant od-
seeming repaltr. Repair 1n (tselfl, a8 researchers vurking en this seb-
Joct have found (e.g. Sohegloff et wl, 1977/380) Is & risky business,
howevar subtly initiated, becewsm it can be the pccanien for dinagree=
ment,. The ocourresce of an usvarramted or only Questiosably varranted
repalr can be taken ax & "face thresat’ of some magnitude,. The poast-
Mlity of ispatience or displeasure cn the part of J s feplicit in
this sftuasion dtwelf: the use of well with fts ordimary evincive con-
tribution In this sltuation can suggest that the Ispatience or dis~
pioavere that might arise there 1n fact has,

Coldberg slalns that well in wxaaples Like (21) Implies accept-
ance of the correcticn and points Lo & later clement of that particu~
lar exchanpe that 11)lwssrates this, This s prodabdly 0ot & necessary
feature of thoss exchanges. Comalder the following:

(25) A: 1 visited my Awnt Pete.
B Do you sean your sunt Creta?
A: Vell, I don't have any Aunt Creta.

Well bere could caly (indirectly by moans of the Bazic PFattern) indi-
(ate acceprance to the extent of having underatood and gliven due con~
sideration to B's questice, In general one finds & polite attempe by
speskers Lo see the good In repalrs Lf possible, but 1t doea occur
from tiem 1o time that & vepair 1is entigely wivarrented, and well does
20C el Lo be excluded fn such cases.
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4.9 Sentence-final Sell

It Ls frequently polinted cut that well Is insgpropriste pentence~
finally:

(26) "My nelghbor might wait for s« for ten sisutes, well.
(Jases 1974:12%)

In the evincive treatment, this distridutional sspect of well proceeds
from the fact that is predominestly used a3 an initiator (see
Chapter 2). As an evincive fnlciater (s *backgrownder') nonintersal
woll's carry the strong isplication that sosething will, or ought to,
7 "ov Peonounced with a corresponding initiatery intesation, (26)
becones acceptable;

(27) My neighbor might walt for me for ton mlnuces, Well,..

Mere the tsplication s that the speakar is reccosideriag vhat s/he
has just sald and considers begisaing (bt does not express) » reforme-
Jatlon; vhereas, the speaiar of (26) 1s in the peculiar positicm of
assigeing utterance-final Into.ation to an item stroogly assoclated
with Intciatiom,

4.10 Redoted Sell

Exclwling suprasegsental variation, the tvo principal phooologi~
cal variants of well are the full form (vEl] and redwced (vi]. The
occurrence of & particular variant is partly correlated with discourse
position: the reduced varlant does sol occur As & pawvsal isterjection:

(28) *There were, [w]]. four of them,

The reason for this restriction Ls probably that well in sentences like

(28) is used to esbody = genuine pause for comsideratiom and, 1f re-
duced, scemn o Indicate that the pause 1s only perfunctery.

A second interestline restriction is that [vw])] preceding & direct
anseer can e waed (via the Basic Pattern) o Indicate an Insufficiency
of the guesticm, but oot the Isadequacy of the answer:

(29) A: Did you werder your Dusband?
Bl  [v]] yes.
B2 Nell yes.

Kesgonses Bl and B2 arte used differestly, B! would typically be used
0 convey that the quescion asked by A is 1sappropriate (e.g., because
A alresdy knev the ansver). B2, oo the other hasd, s susceptible of
this same “Lnappropristencss’ uut'uuuo.. but also, equally, of

an iInterpretation n which the answer "yes' is 2 qualified one. This
difference is, apaln, prodadly attributable to the implication izvolved
in using & redoced varlaat vacher than to sosething abowt the meaning
of well., This distributional restriction foliows from an inherent 4if-
ference betwesn inapprepriace questions and Inaufficient ansvers. la-
apprepriatoness of & queation in imswdiately spparent, The well pre-
ceding » considered reply, on the other hand, should, 1f 1t 1s to be
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taken sericuvaly, Ye scconpanied by & real pause 1o refisct, The re-
duced variant makes the I[nner conswitatice appear to de mechanical or
perfunctory and so undernines the communicative alm of the spesiar in

uttering it

4.11 W¥ell and Narrativw Elision

R. Lakoff distinguistus the use of vell In narratives to “indie
cate that details hawe been omitted, that [the] nareative is st
really complere™ (1973:4484), She cites the following exasple:

(D) ..v 5o the man veat 10 the 014 vitoh dactors vio Jived In
each of the pyramids, ss ba had beoen foatructed. %e vant
Lo oo after asother, Mt none could delp hin, Fisally, be
Teached the viteh doctor vhoe 1ived in the very last pyramid,
and he anked him, "How can 1 get the silver screv out of =y
bellybutten?' Well, te make o long story shorc, the witch
doctor who lived in the last pyramid wont into his pyramid
and came out vith & J1tcle siiver screwiriver. He Inserted
this In the silver screv that vas in the man's bellybutton,
and be wacreved and unscreved and unscreved, sad finally
the screw case out.

Lakoff offers this example (as dows Nines 1977) in farther support of
the claim that well indicates an fnsufficiency, but the example cannot
serve a8 evidence for this claim because material follows well that
explicitly states that the narrative will be shortoned. Morevover, if
wvell alse Indicates narrative shortening, (30) ahould be redusdant, Wt
it len't, Comsider another case of Initial well In a narrative:

(1) ... 50 what does AL1] 407 Be gecs out of the car and says
he's going to walk {f she wvon't take Bim, Well, that's »
very long walk, but BLl) walbed the viole vy vithour Jeoking
back once.

Eliston i» & possible reading of vhat is gosng on In (21), but it

dosan't sesm sote Likely thas varicos other Interpretations. Well
conld, for oxmnple, sinply indicate that the spealer is pausing to
conalder or formulate vhat he vill say mest, or could isdicete in-
directly (via the Basic Pattern) thac the spealker te degioning an

sside to interject sebjective material into an othorvise objective
RATYALIve account,

Or connider (32), for which the elislon reading seems resote!

(32) ... She handed Robin the pancake oo 4 plate and be sald, ‘but
this pancake s CRAT!" Mo just stared at it with & leok of
borror oo his face. Well, nefther of them saild & word for
about & vhole minute or so, %ot a4 muscle soved, and then
thare's this lowd bang from & passing car that backfired...

It 1s hard to see vhat could Bave been elided here, since nothing hap-
pended botween the moment whes Roger began stacrisg at the pascake and
the bang out In the street, What is such sore Jlbely s that the
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speaker paused for inner consulitstion, Of ccuorse, 1f ove is pausing
fn the =lddle of a sarrative, the schject of one's thoughts may weoil

be how to continue or complete the marrative, or vhetdar to wlide cer~
tais material, but the particular reason for the cossultation is sot
expressed by the well itself; 1t is something knowm to the speaker but
left to be guaased at or foquived after by the sddressee, or explicated
Ister by the spesher issuing the vell,

£.12 Well and "Istenxicn’

Murray (197%) has proposed a unifled accoumt of vell capable of
Mndling a4 maber of {ta unes. She sabes the f(odloving clalms (730);

A, Well sigeals (dravs attentiom to) some expectatiom, hope, foar
or other noainalization of an intensiomal verd, to vhich parties

to the discourse are presused to Bave access,

B. A pragmatic condition {s attached to the wse of well: it i»
appropriate te wse well only 1f vhat follows in sdiressed to
the same “fncesston’.

The firsr claim runs Into Jifftculty In cases like the following.
Conaldar two people sittinmg in chalrs in a livingroom reading, O
Rays Co the other:

(33) Well, hiw do you like that! Microbes are being used to build
computers,

Thin is ciearly not » coase in vaich, In Merray's vords, “there 1s an
intension to which parties to the discowrsa are swpposed to be privy”
(731). This well cam, Dovever, be used to Indicate that the speaker's
statemwot is Sased on internal consultazion (here, presumably, re-
flection on the reading material),

Piscussing how har proposal relases to woll preceding answers,
Murray claiss that “in question ansvers well s sisply & algnal thet
its speaker is svare of vhas some party to the discourse vants to S
teld™ (730). Thias clais s problematic is cases like the following:

(34) A: Are you being flotssmed and Jetsaned?
B: Well, I's mot sure vhat you're getting et

The peneraligaticn that the speaker 1s engaged In Internal comsslitat lon
can, hovever, be vanlly used to account for this cccurrence of well,
since the speater is here preswsably consldering hov to interpret t
quest foa,

As furthar svideoce for her claim, Murray cites the folloving
oxanples:

o v
‘”’{*u}. I've been forgetting to say ...

(“’{:‘1‘0 b’ the VAY e



(31 .:“]. once wpon & time ...

(&) .::ul. #0 ve'll meet at three ...
e comments, ‘Clurly. only well may Introduce an anticlipated topic,
and enly oh & nev one”, This observation is correct asd consistent
vith Murray's cht-. but does mot suppert them sgainst the evincive
treatmant. Ob,, by wvirtue of its core contribution (see Chapter 2),
is wsed before material that jJust enteresd che speaker's mind, The
unacceptadilicy of well ia (35) and (36) results from the fact that
vell indicates current comslderation, vihich 1s foceasistent vith the
Unexpected spontanecus arising of thought, The unaccepiability of

ch tn (37) and (38) rescits from the fact that once & tine and
wo ve'll seet at three are initiations that would umib precedes ma-
terial that 4id not suidenly and spontansously arfse in the spealer's
aind.

The ficst of Murray's claiss s aleo problematic in cases vhere
well scems to drav attentice to the nomisalization of an extesslional
Tather thas an intensional verd (assuming, for the sabe of argusent,
that 1t makes sense 20 speak of well doing such a thing), Cosafder
an exchange L1ike the follewing:

(39) Could you plesse state your last two addresses?
Nell, I lived at 437 1d3zh, asd then at 1604 Canberra,

1f well bore iIn spoken with sharply falling intonat fon (comveying
certainty, definiteness), 1t can be wied to signal knoving (koow is
factive, not. an intensional werb). If wel] 1a to be charactarized as
in Murray's firse claim (A sdove), (39) shoold be at lemat mildly come
tradiczory, et 1t is not, The evincive treateent 1is, lowever,
straight forvardly spplicable to ()9): the speaker could ba stopping te
rescaber the addresses (vith a positive cxpectation of deing able to
40 so--comveyed by the Intonation) and wish to Indicate that this s

The pragaatic lisitation sentioned In Morray's second clalm
(B above) follows directiy from the fact that vell s predeminantly
wand 2z an initlator; as claimed sbove in Chapter 2, the associatfon
of vell vith Inftiation 1s closely related 1o fts status as an evine

cive.

Thus Murray's proposals sre Interesting and remarbably coopre~
hensive, Yt all of der exasples submit resdily to the evincive
teeatnent, and her proposal falls te capture the boehavier of wel! in
sone environments Which the evincive treatment can essily e.

4.13 Comcluntion

The discoures particle well is prisarily an evincive fndicating
consultation by the spester of Sls or her current thoughts. The form
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cannot, therefore, be connldered (as In Fries 1952:103) ‘seanisgless’.
The particulars of the comswitation evinced by well are not displayed
by wttaring it, though they may, of course, be eladorated In the spesk-
er's ensulag talk, Iater-sentential well is beard as an Initiator
(see Chaprer 2), based on its usefulness for backgrounding., With its
basic aviacive usc, wvell serves sany secondary discourse functlions:
{ntroducing questions or ansvers, direct quwotations, toplic shifts,
exclomations, self- and other-repalre, and a0 om. In each case the
ovincive yae is primary and the secondary distourse functioa s & pto~
duct of applying the Basic Interpretation Patrers to the wse of evin-
cive well In particular discourse environnents,

The purpose above has sot been (o discredic the functional
approachos to the uses of vell, vhich ars of Intorest In thesselves,
but to provide a unified treatoent of well vhich has the folloving
advantages Over previous Lreatments!

1. It maiotaline that there in in fact caly one discourse particle
wvell, vather than » seltiplicicy of parcicles well each with &
separaze discourse functiom,. This treatmemt s therefore much
sispler and more conpreheasive than existing treatments,

3. 1t explaine vhy well in parcicular gets wied for the discourse
fenctions 4t serves and ect for others, and therefore accoumts
for the ftem’s odaerved functional ‘polysesy’,

An Imporcant gesersl feature of the use of well 1s that 1t is
not used to indicate al) internal comswitation, but only consultation
the speaker vishes to Sring wp. Many of the functions well may serve
depend on the addressee’s comtructing the speakar's probable reason
for bringing wp the existence of covert thiaking st & given poing,

Note also that well can be used to Indicate currest inner consultatice
of the private vorid svem 1f no wwch consultacion 1s actually in pro-
gress at the tise--that s, well can be csed vherewer it Is appropriate
or desirable to indicate current Laner consulestion,

A previous attespt to specify the seaniag of vell by Nises (1977)
falled to capture the evincive quality of the ftes, Hines swggested
2 link Betveen adverbial well and the discourse particle (see alse
Sadoch 1969:298), claiming thas:

well 1s & vord vith posicive cosmotatioms, It is wused In an evelua~
Tive sense an an adverd to isdicate a point Just adove adeguacy,
When 1t occurs as an Introductory word, It alss das positive connos
tations; At is an affirmation of the right of the previous spesker
L0 say vhat he says (317).

As foplied in 4.5, this afficsative quality of wvell stess fros 1ts wse
in Tesponse to 4 question, vhich tt indirectly acknowledges. Any real
senae of affirmation beyond suwch ackniwledgment evaporates wvhen the
Ltem occurs preceding an explicit denial of affirsation:
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(37) A1 Shore pecple should de kept under pool tables,
B: Well, 7 bardly think you have the right to say scmething
1ihe that.

There is apparently no cotrent sesantic connect ion vhatscever betveen
alverbial vell and eviscive well.

Comsideration of the use of vell 1s complicated by the fact that
semantic nuances may ba conveyed by the intomatfon with which the {tew
is spohken. For example, the famod Jack Renny well, spoles alone to
convey exasperstion, 1s said vith rise-fall foconation and breasthy
volce (1itera) exasperation). This suse scaning could be conveyed by
paralinguiscic nolses wccered vith the sase Intonstion and voice qual-
ity. This and other special sses of well seem to result from a cosbi«
saticn of the evincive use vith the separate contribution of Istonastion

anéd other suprasegsental paraseters®.

Here, as in the discussion of Jike 1a Chapter ), the gueatiom of
rout Lnleat 1on must also Be addceaned. Has well becose convestlonallzed
as the ssdodiment of the variows discourse Tuscrions 1t serves, so that
its basic evincive use has been obscored?! The contribdutiom of this
chapter to an snsver to this question has been 10 establish that the
basic svincive wae of the item Ly respocted by all of the separate dis-
course funceions the ites can serve. This scems to Indiceate that the
baalc waa persista and underlies theses discourne functions,



‘Coldh‘rg cites Coffman's characterization of conversational
soves as having “a distincrive wolreary dearing on some set or other
of the circwmstances in vhich participents find thecsevien” (Goffmun
1976:272).

:Colﬁon entertains a fallback position ia which rether than
sarhing move type, discourse particles merely reinforce move type
(1980:127), » mch veaker snd vagwer claim,

’nn reason for this particular pause could also be that thwe
speakar s declding whather to use a supleaias aor not, The point i(»
that we don't really know wvhat particulars underlie & use of well,
though some swch pars lcuiars are often sugiested %y the cootexs,

‘m:un (1980) offeras some Interesting exploratory comments on
intosation patterns associated with well,

67~



3.4, Prelisinary Remarks
The dlacourse parcicle y'kow (hareafter YK), as in (1)-(3)

(1) ooy A you 100k YK in the~ newvepsper ... (RTS,24)
(2) o.o @ feol thate YK I thisk 1t's wrong ... (RTS.27)
(3) oo Dot & <YK ya got 4 (oeling shat ... (RTS,N)

1s of ingevent If for no cther reason than that {2 occurs =0 frequent-
1y In conversation, [T can appear 0 ofcen tThat Lts use by sone apesi-
ers As apt 1o be stigmatized, sven by the speslers thessalves, as 2
dyaflusocy. Others wae YK sparingly, Dot thoss vio use It mot ot all
are uscommoo, and It ls rare that sultieparty talk of any duration falls
Lo contaln 4t least 2 Tew (natances,

TE 1s popelariy keown as the brwnt of prescripcivist ratlings
Against uncommumicetive speech. English teachers are #p¢ to charac~
terize it with epithets Itke "verbal garbage’' or 'saemic phrase’,
or to descelbe YK as & "cruteh' wed vhen obe has sothing te say,
or vhen one camnot, or will sot bother to, flsd the proper words to
express sosething (ef. Lomes and Bichardmen 19561 194~195).7 These
allagations presupposs that YX lacks & specific or loportant commund-
cative fimction: YK is soem o0f an & funettonal linguistic ftewm so
mech as & dlaftigurenent of speech (e.g. Newman [974:14), Siace, bow-
evar, #0 many ather discourse l1cems sccused of buing meaningiess (0.8,
5y Friss 1952:102) bave proved om closer examination te be semantl-
cally Interesting (James 1972, 1973, 1974, 1978), these accmmations
regarding YK sre swspicious and provoking.

Prodably becawss it pervades ordinary talk, a pgood Seal of scholar-
iy attention has Sesn pald to this {tes by ressacchers (n varlows
flelds, By far the most extensive discussions are in Coldberg V78,
1980, 198la, 19810), though that by Bernsteln (1962) 1s oleo
anbitioun; and more modest congributions have beon made by Dunran
and Flake (1977}, Jefferson (1972, 1973), Sachks, Nchegloff, and
Jeffarsom (1974), and Crystal and Davias (1973), The ftem is driafly
sent fooed by swmerous other writers.

1n this chagter the foregoing treateent of evincives Ls extended
to Iacinde YK this will favolve a tcosildersble broadesing of the
perspective of the lgst three chapters, since YK dogs zce lend f2anif
o the wvincive treatsent accorded liks and well. In foct, the

44~
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notica "evincive' will be seen in this chapter Lo be sme oF &
set of notions that desvesn thes can ¢ used o describe speskors’
disclosure activity (see Chapter 1).

Not all the diverse proposals regardisg the function of
YK will be un-o!‘ delow, though the most substancive snes will
all be comatdored.” Sectiom 5.7 deals vith the 4if{fereacen betveen
YK a0 a touth parenthetical and as a discourse particle. This
distinction is leportant here because only the discourse particis
displays properties relsvant Lo the discussicn of disclosure.
In Section 5.3 the core use of the discourse particle Is related
1o the several discourse funacioos that have been atcriduted to
YK (5.3 parallels the trestment of like and well ia Chapters 3
and &), Sose of these functional proposals require substant ive
sodification. The motion "topic tracking' (Goldberg 1981, 1%1a),
in particular, 1s criticized at length. Section 5.5 is & mwsary
and general discwasion of the use of TX In conversatiom,

5.7 YK a» & Truch Faresthetical

A sharp discinction swst be drave betvesn two kinds of YK,
Cne is an ordinsry treth parenthetlcal precisely paraliel to other
truth pareatheticals such as I think, we feel, 1t"s o, 1'a sure,
wto. Sentences contalning such parenthecicals aAte c«a—nlm
o be derived from structurss L6 wiich the maln proposition s

the enbedded conplement of the parentdetical. In the mnalysis
progosed by Ross (1972) structurss like (4)

e
!

ek
that ¥V Xp
R P
ate comverted by SLIFTING o0 structurss 1ike (3).

nt 5/‘0\
v/lr \!t
I 1 5741

i» Max o Martian feonl

v

w

|

|
(Parestheticals say also, of course, ootur within the sals sentencs
n various positions; this is accooplisbed by NICHINE Ln Roen's
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analysin.) Whea YK i1s an ordlnary teuth parenthetical of this
kind 1t shares sany properties vith eother trmth parenthacicals
in peceral.

A mmbor of diagnostic tests for truth pareathaticulity are
sugpeated [n Enovles (1980); vhen applied to YE, thess Indicate
that YK, iz one wse, should be classed vith ardisary treth parsnthe-
cicals. Ia applying these teats, (&t 1s semetines hasd o dlstingaish
the discourse particle from the truch parenthetical, There is,
fortunately, = way to avold the asbigaity: only vhen YE is & truth
parenthetical can koew be stressed and proscunced with fallisg Into-
nation, Thus (4) can only have the reading in which the mais proposi-
tion is waderstood as the esbodded complement of y(ou) ENOW:

(6) 1t's going to be & loog eveninmg, y{ou) NN,

In applying the following tests, tharefore, know will be stressed
vhecever this would sake the pressntation clearer by excluding the
Llrrelevant reading.

S.2.1, YX and Properties of Truth Parentheticals

1) r%huu; verba, Only cectais vet®s occur in truth
perenthecicals 1220)3 know In wequestionadly one of
thess:

(7) Gertrwde, | know, Sas po intention of Laviting Tara to tes.
(8) Clyde had, ve knev, boen to Burope often dusing the previcous
four months.

2) Acceptance of Main Clawse. Jackesdoff (1971) claiss that
"211 the paresthacticals are semantically cce-place predicates, Ex-
sttly one argument s mlssing, the coupletsent semtence, froa the
functiosal structure.” Patentheticals sust ba adle 1o acoept the
maln cleawse as the alusing argwment (Epowles 1980:397). This s
certalinly the case for YK, an indicated by the wynoaysy of (%) and
(30

{9) John has every Istention of belng there, you NN,
(10) You KNON Jobn has wwvery intestion of being there,

3 ated Torm. Truth parentheticals are realised by
slliptical seztonces (i.e., those in wvhich the complasent sentence
Mg been elided) ) this rules ont, for exampie,

(11) *Johim will sat all the cake, 2¢'s trum that be will eat cake,
(Knowles 1580:39)),
Lihovise ruled outecand L0 the sane degros-«In
(12) *John will sez =21] the cake, YX ctha: he will sat cake,

) nhﬂ'?' After an affirsative main clause, truth parea-
thaticals are f negative (Knowles 1980:382):
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(13) *John hates all liderated vomen, it Lan't tree,
Cospare:
(14) “John bates all lideracted women, you don't ksow.

5) Comma Intonation. A treth parenthetical is "sat aside
intonaticeally from the intonatios contour of the main propositicn
and han the poteatial for a slight (comma) passe on either side™
(Faowles 1990:38)), This 1s equally tree of YK

(15) Prod...you ENOW...feeds %t sapelfish only cholce hrine
ahrimg.

6) Distribution, Treth parentheticals, and YE, may be "afchesd’
into various positions In & sentesco. The positions are the same
for YK aad other truth parestheticals i

(16) It's troe Jobn wemt to Paris oo Sunday.
You BV Jols went to Paria on Sunday.
(17) John, 1t's true, went to Paris on Susday.
John, you ENON, went to Paris oo Susday,
(I8) John went, it's trwe, to Pacis on Sunday.
John went, you KN, to Paris on Sunday.
(19) John went to Paris, it's true, on Sunday.
Jobn went to Paris, you KW, co Susnday.
(20) John went to Paris on Sunday, ft's true,
John went to Paris on Senday, you KN,

7) Claim to Trath, A declarstive truth :;—n-:un Leplics
8 positive cleis o trush of che sain propositd ]

(31) %Jokn, it {wn"t trow, had o good tise Saturday.

Compare:
(22) *Jobm, you don't KN, had & good tise Saturday.

L)) Tonce Afcter aives. In general truth parenthet lcals
cannol occur after isperatives !c!. Enovles 1900:402)

it's srwe,
(23)'&touotuym.ll t.’

Compatre:
(24) *Cet out of my way, you NN,

3.). Evidesce for Tvo Types of X

In anearly presentation of ber fdeas, Coldberg argucs that
thure are three types of YK (YKI, 3T aad TIX); it will Do argued
delov that there are Ln fect oaly two clearly distince types, which
will be referred to as Y53 and YXB, In this section evidence for
seth & tworvay distinction is ccostdered,



Coldberg (1976:14) citon examples such as (23) 1o vhich YR
I (the truch parentherical) has fos full literal meaning, and the
sentence Is tof acceptadle:

(25) "X that Marry s == (diot Is helfeved by Martha,

Compare:
(26) YK, that Barry s an 14408 14 belleved by Martha,

Goldberg explaine the smacceprability of (23) as followe:r “Vhew

a ssntecce s esbedded In an faland, It cannot sasily cootain the
primary inforsation the speaker Iy istereated in conveying to his
sddransee”™ (1976314), Trodbably the sxplssation for the unscceptabllity
of (25) 1 sispler thowgh! subject complenents Fequire 4 conplesenciser,
which is lacking Sere. The ssntence becomes acceptable with the
sddition of that:

(27) That you know thet Marry Is an fdfot s belleved by Martha,

X fa not pars of the subject complement fn (J6) ==d is therefore
sot ruled out,

Certain tagped santences say de cited s evidence for & distine~
tion betvesn two types of YK;

{I8) You know Allce 1s & sharp tans player, &'t you?
(29) " 'inow, Alice 1» & sharp tens player, don't you!

As Goldberg (1976:28) points owt In vegard to sistlar santesces,

the wacceptability results betause don't you requicres an sstecedent
in the main preposition, bot only in semtences llke (24)

(8 soch an antecedent present. This is not, of course, evidence

for & difference bhetvesn truth paresthetical YK sad the discourse
particle, aince In (28) Y& femat parenthetical &t all, and (n fact
(28) becomen wmacceptoble if there in & comma pause after X (oddly,
in Coldberg's exanplas, & comma follows YE; that is Wiy other exanples
are used bare).

A third sanspie cited 5y GColdberzg (1976:2)) Iavelves Indirect
opeech actni

(30) YK 1t"» cold 1n herw.
(31) YK, 1t's cold in here,

Only (35), she clatos, can b Caken 44 an (oditect spooch act., Protably
the clate shoald b that (30) is a4 sore forceful Infirect speedch

ot thas (31). Mote that (32) can perww sa & wry pointed lodirect
requent :

(32) VXK (ehat) T 1ihe salt on wy potatoes.
¢3)) can alsc be an iadirect request, thoogh & sore polite one;
(33) YE, T 11ke ssit o wy potatoes,

{e torms of the typology of levels of ditectiness proposed by Bouse
and Kasper (19120031840, (3Y) ranks only as a ‘strong BDint', while
(320 1s wore direct In that (r “asserts & preparatery condition



73
holding for the eascution of the actioa™,

Goldberg claims thas YK 1 does oot necessarily 1sply that
"the speaker belleves or knows the pregositiom to held. YK 1 llter~
ally claims only that the addressce does know the propositiom, .. If
on the other hand & spesker uses YK 11, the speaker hisselfl must
know or Selieve in the proposition.” 5o examples are clted, bt
L0 this elate ds applied straightforvardly to esamples like (04)
aad ()5), 1ts treth s dosbeluls

(34) YE Jolms will come if you ask his to.
(35) YX, Jode will come If you ssk Mw to.

My strong intultion Is that (334) does lodeod (mply that the speaker
Selloves that Jodn vill come 1f asked. 1 do, however, agree vith
GColdberg's assessnent that (J6) makes & stromper clsim about tie
sddressee’s knowledge than does (33).

The argumests in Coldberg (197%) faveriag s distinctice betvesn
treth parenthetical YK and the discourse particle are all inconclusive,
bot & clear difference emrgos wian the core wse of YEb (s conmldered.

3.4, The Use of YEb

Coldberg (1976) suggests as & synonys for YK 11, 'you know
vhat 1 mean ', This syoonys sesess particularly apt for interrogative
YK, for which it can 2o acoeptably swbsticuted wicthout spparest
change i ssaning or ferce:

(3) ¥e a)l had frosthite, ¥X?
(37) %e all had froxtbite, YK vhat 1 sean?

The ssbatitution is somevhat odd, though, in declaratives with low,
pareathetical stress:

(38) Sc | gave lur my phone biLL, YK,
(35) 1So I gave dur my pooe DIl1), YK wvhat 1 mean.

Possibly the oddicty of (39) Lla dus to A& restriction on the length

of tagaed, low streas pareonthetical clauses. Notice that the follow-
ing sentences are also odd:

(40) 180 T gave Der my phooe Bill, 1 think you get sy point

(4]1) 750 T gave her sy phone 5811, I peeas you see wig 1's
saying this,

T™e interrogacive has rislng intosation sxd is sssencially Lodistis-
solshable from two strwctwrally isdependest paratactic sentences.

Other near paraphrases of YK II are possible, though some
are nearer cthan othars:



T

(62) 1 fing txis Boring, y'wnow?
{you) odu‘ \
L 3 |
. underatand |

nee

Ket
(you) Jaix vhat 1 {""‘
I ‘= saylsg

hear
follow

These all have in commun thas the speaker is gusstioning vhether
vies is ssid has Seen cotrectly wnderstood by scem otdaris). Xotlce
that the vard koo In coe sense seans "understand' or ‘grasp', as

in

(43) 1 know how sewing =achines vork.

To be more specific, though, the following use is proposed
for YEN:

YEb iadicates that the apeaker sxpects that there 1a no slgnificant
discrepancy betwesn wiat is oow In the private vorléd and wvhas

is nov in the othar world, with respect te vhat 14 niw Ln the
shared world.

This proposed use Is not, o brood owtiine, saything particularly
new, It is falrly clons to Goldberg's "you koow what 1 ssan', and
to other locse charscterizations by Labov and Tanshel (1977), Crystal
wnd Davy (3973). R, Lakoff (1974), Sernstein (1962), and Ffovier
(1978). Howvever, tie prepgased "definicieon’ Ls more specific than
these others, and soow Justification for 1t will now be offered
before commidaring how this progosal can (llusinate the varied dis-
course fwgcions of TEb,

First note chat the proposed wse provides an explanation for
the 084 fact zhat YEb canpot occwr after trum questiond:

(44) "Why are you, YK!
(43) "hat time te 1t, YRY

The saomaly tescits Bechuss & trus question sechs information from
sooe other, vhile, according to the propesed wie, TEN presunes &
fumlamental correspoadents batvesn vhat La in the private vorid

and vhat Ls 1n the othar world., Notlce that YXh 13 perfectly accepts
able after rhetorical queszions, in whizh the spesbar 15 not reelly
seoking orsation:

(#6) The fiest thing | £14 afver 1 inherited the Siilien vas
valk Inte sy local Bolls dealer and say, "Cive ma four
of the yellow coss". The guy looked st me fusny asd sald,
“Are you sure about that?” 1 sald, "Sure !"s sure.” !
pesn, vhat's & Rolls cost, YKY

?
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The proposed use aleo explalns vhy YES cammet vccur with pet-
fusmctory coaversational itema:

(47) *sello, YR(1)
B hell, YE(T)
*hye nov, YR{T)
“ops, TER(?)

In thess cases the speaker Llsswes fCems that are so tramsparent
in uee or ssacing that it would be peculiar for the spesker Lo de
Interested in affirming that they have been properly appreciated.

Statesunts sdout the speaker'’s personal thoughen or feelings
vhich an sddressse could not be avare of provide s» Interesting
perspective on the wae of YEb, Conalder the following sestances:

(AR) 1 feel » cMll, YXT
(A%) 1 was bore in Beooklys, YKT
(50) 1 disagree with you, YK?

YEb is only appropriate In these cases vhen (here s sote roos for
shared contents between the private asd other vorlds; the ‘room

for agreossat' 4iffors accordiag to details of the seatencs to whick
YK &0 ateached, Thus in (A5) the spesker could be asking If the
addressee is alpe chllled and therefore able to appreciate the semtence
1 feel a cMilTOr vhother the addresses i familiar with the sensation
of Tewling & chill. Suppese, for the sabe of argwsent, that in

(49) the speaker conweys information the addressee wvas not avare

of, An answer of "Yeah, ! have a grasdeother who 1ives there" would
be an approgpriate response In thet it acknowledges some shared ground
betvesn the private and other worlide with respect to vhat has bees
sald. Although in (50) a correspondence between private amd other
worlds (s specifically denled 1o the saln proposition, the santence

s severcthelons sccoptable with YKL £f the particle in tukea to

lwply something 1ike, '"Ve shote an understeading of oy sotive for
disagrening”, Thws appilcation of the proposed wse of YE» in diffexr~
ent contexts has strikingly different results,

Althowgh YEB expects & correspondence betvesn the private
ned other vorlds, ft La [saved ia cases of gucectaloty showt that

correspondence! Lf there were no such uncertaloty, there would

be mo poist In semtioning the presused correspondemce, This uncer-
calnry can de comcerning something comaected vith the sentesce in
wihich YKb occurs, for exasple, an svkwardness of expression:

(31) For owr ducks we had thes isatall » sort of largish pool-
Iiks thing, YX?

(cf. 3.5.), below on the use of YEb at repair sites). Or tde uscer~
talaty cen be occasloned by & poanidle difficulety in appreciating

the sequent lal relevanie of the iften vith viaich YEB occurs. Assune
that the speakars in the following exchange are acting cooperatively
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md that they are strasgers pasaing each other on # sidevalk:

(52) A: Excuwe so, Do you have the tism!
B Ic's six o'cleck, X,

YEb is odd here becsusa there in nothing apparestly problemstic sbout
B's utterance glven its comtext, so that {t is odd for 8 to brimg

W the existecce of & possidle discrepamcy beatween the private

and other world, But as part of o narrative, 3's VI tagped utter-
ance can become acceptable vhen tlere 1s concelvably some 44fficulty
for am addresses 1a appreciating the sequencisl relevance of the
atatesenc;

(5)) 50 Baby Face turns the dial snd l1istens to tha teablers
with hMae (logers. A light poes oo outalde the Sank, but
1t"s only & strest lamp. It's six o'cleck, YE.

The speaksr In this hypothetical exapie visdes to confirm that

the addressoc has caught the significasce of 1z’ - with
respect to the fact that the streer Jamps went on, L

it (s not the propositional cootent of the senctence it's six o'clock
that 1s at issoe Dere, so that Lt Is Incorrect to say t < .
to see if sapeaker and addresses are together with regard to the
propositional content of the wtterance; rather, It s the sequeatial
relevance of 1r's six a'clock thar is at fsave.

In the following sectioma (¢t will be assuned that the use of
YXb iy that proposed above and that the oaly difference Setwesn
the declarative and foterrogative wses 1s thelr declarativicty and
interrogativity (the (oterrogative La, hevever, discussed separately
in section 3.3%), Note that YEb teotatively postits sote area of
spesier/ abdteases sclidarity with respect to the senteoce to vhich
Y Is attached, but the Daals of this solidarity cun wary greazly
from came to case.

3.3, Goldderg's X III

Thete appears to be no sldatantive differonce detween Coldbery's
TE ITandTE T11. She sesigne to category 111 fnstances of YK in
positions of Mesitation, as In (54),

(58) T have some. .. YK, ..salani in my rooe If you'd Ilhke some.
(Goldbarg 1976:K)

clalning there are tvo differences detvesn types 11 and 111, and
that thw second of these 1o crwclial for distinguishing the two Lypes:

L) Pause length. YK II 4s "esbeddod in pauses of percaptually
langer duration chan the normal Juscture pavses of |types
1 and 111" (48).

1) Diseribution. "Y'know III as o filled pause can occur in
sntactic environments prohibiced to y'iaow | ad 11" (49).
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The [irst of thase differences Sotn soem Insufficlent to dis-
tingulish the two typen, bot the second difference is Insufficient
slec. The data glven In support of the syntactic restricticos sre:

(55) w. *any, you kaow, pess
B, Aany, y'keow, peas
€. ENY...you know,,.pean

I find a<c all scceptable. Bul my objection goow beyond this

intuitive disagreenment: 42 ls circular Lo clala » dlscincrion betveen

IT and 11T and then, s the only evidenca for the distinction, clte
casen vhere 11 occurs bet 1T does mot. This preswposes the distincticm

being arpgued for.

The point of viev adopred belov 1s chat YK 111 is really jJust
XD used in & poalcion of Interisction {a matter of vhere, rather
than what), Since YEb (s strecturally Independest of the main sencence
it isnot ‘mﬂuu. thaz 1t can fic fnce virctvally any slot in a
sentence.” A Masitatlion psuse cen accomcdase YIO as well as the
beglaning or end of a4 sentemce can, There is ro {undssencal differ-
ance In use Between petacive cases of YE IT and YK I11; the use
proposed abowve for TEB is suitable in both cases, except that in
the helatation cases YKb (s Interpreted In the context of the matter
then at hasd, that fs, the situstion (n vidoh & pause occurs defore
#OBe Item oz O Se feswed. This use of YES s discuased more
fully belew.

3.6, Discoursas Fmctions of YEM

In thisc section 1t In ahown bow the discourse functioms of
VEB follow from the propowed core use of the parcicls., As in previous
chaptars, the claim vill be that therw Lo as underlyfing usity in
All the whas of this Item and that fenctional differences arise
vhen the ites (s used in particular discourse Contexts. As In tree
for 1ike and gj{_. the core wee of YEb naterally results in che
iten's functicaa ‘pol ‘i thus fnacesd of esplanizing this poly-
somy, its sowrge will sphasized. Once the fdeoticy of all cees
of YEb s establisbed, it will thes be pessible to apecify the general
role of YKb in conversatiom and to relate this role 1o thase of
other discourse particles.

5.6.1. Tepie Introductive

Goldbery (15980, 1981D) remarks the frequent occurrence of
YL before the introductlon of & oev topic, as In (36)

(36) Fresideo: Nixem Ls talking to Johe Dean. Dwan has Just
entered the roow,

Fi AL John, howv are you!
D: Cood morming, Good moralng.
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F: Sit dowm. 5S4t down., Teving to got sy resarks ready
te {uninselligthle| the bwilding srades,

P %o 1 undetntand,

Fi Yes, imdeod, yeah, You bow, 1 vas thinking we ought
to pot the odde and ends, vh [wmintelligible] we talked,
and, uh, Lt vas coaflirsed thac--you remesber ve talked
out resignations and so forth and s0 on--that 1
should have 12 hand, ot 10 be relessed,

[Whice House:lo=4=7)ami IN}]
(Cle. By Coldderg 1980:96)

oldberg notes that topic introduction fe prodlematical Secauss
it i» "face-~threatening' (cf. Srowm and Levisson 1978):

The speaker vho Inltiates & mew topic belors the anpolng toplc
has Seen terminsted coam be regatded as threatenisg the ocher's
face by sugpesting that vhat the atder is saying is of no interwss
50 the spesker or, 1f the speaker Isterrpin himsel! Chen he

can be heard as saving that wvhat vas belsg sald (s rot (ntended
for the other to hear. Sisilarly, if after the ongoing talk

has reached a succosnful end 4 nev toplc I initiated ber fails
e receive the othar's support. thea the speaker vwho Initlated
the new topic 1w sublect to & face threst (Coldberg 19810:13),

X used o introduce a nev toplo, (e Is clalned, serves to alleviste
the facwmesthrestening pocential of an edvious and abruwpt teple champe!

A strateqy mwat often enployed to this enl L to g0 evwa noce
baldly on record as initiating & topie change. Seounded zopile
inittacion Lo Distant at the beaet of tises o vhy not carry

thls property Lo its exteens: call attention to fx, msetify

the addressoes 1343 this s the spesber's Intent (Goldderyg 198N
.

K In thie view ia cocwidered oo of o vet of tomm referced
to a8 "distunct marhers' the fusction of which te o flag iInicisting
sieramce~unics, Othar mesders of chis sec are hey, ohy, br she

vy, smesking of. gwpes whay, vocatives, atc.

This analysis 1s a later devwiopaent of ideas presented in Goldberg
Q980) vhere 1t was reported that 737 of YK serled moves in the corpars
wsed for chat study were (re-liarroducing soves, This statistlc
by Ltself, of course, does 0ot establish the role of YK as & topic
introdacer, The 7)1 figure s mot compared to the owerall frequescies
of all sove types In the data, »» shat It 18, by 1tself, minzerprecable,

The claln (Coldberg 1580) that YK La & 'sather' of introdocing
moves 18 yeplaced im her later anlaysin (1981%) by the 'disjunct
marker® approach. As lsplied Lo the second quotatics above, 1t
14 Sifftculr to vepard YK 48 sarking introduction because dounded
topic ¢hanges are themselves “blatant™; =oreover, Chey are ussally
profaced by s facilitating puuse. Detween these two indicetfons of
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topie change, (t Is wanecessary to sacrk Intiation ftamif, It remsize
superficially resscashble, though, to clale that YK prefaciang o topic
change sosehow calls attentios 2o the change and s0, By ¥ sSLCangs
twist, undercets the possible face threats inwvoived in the changm

by polnting to {2, The mupposed «ffect, in this view, would be
parallel to that obralned by saying, “You sight thisk cthis rwle of
e, Yot .. It seema very clear froe Goldderg's nawmrous sxasplas
that YKb is particularly at toms in that discourse position. HNer
charactorization of YK as “possibly the lesst obtrusive and disrup~
tive™ of the dinfunctive {tems, also seems corvect.

The approsch to be taken here to this wee of ¥XB La (o clain
that the particle, by virtus of (ts Dasic wse, recelves a special
interpretation depeading on (te occwurrence In preotopical discourae
position., The fundsmental guestion & this: does the basic we
of YEb provide an esplanation ©f wviy the particle asppears so fre-
quently before topie fnitistfons?

All utterance~initial wsen of YEO have a general pecuvliaricy.
With the proposed we,. YEN prosunes some shared grownd betwesn the
private and othar worlde vwith raspect £o vhat has Seen presested
in the shared world; but iattial YE» posits this preswmed correspon-
deace before the utterance In guastion has in fact bSesn entered in the
shared world. The uas of the item in this poaitiom with its Basic
use anounts 10 u prediction of common ground. As sech, YE» in chis
position can be comsidered a type of 'Intimacy ploy' (for this ters
st Schegloff 1948:1078). It i{m as Lf the speaker were saylisg,
"We trust each ortter; our sensibilitieons are 00 attened chat 1 can
count on your appreciatiom of assent lals of vhat 1 say even Sefore )
say Le". This pecelisrity of Initfal YKD oo doubt sxplains why
the 1tem carries & sense of "folksiness', Newnan seesa wore or less
on target whom he notes (1975:28) that inicial YK wsed in telavision
commrciale conveys "that the perscs doing the coemercial down to
earch, regular, sot stuck wp, and therefore o be trmated,

This use of YKbh ssserts the existence of a shared orfeatation
from the outset, viich then buffers the Imtroduction of new saterial.
e thus bave, in the use of YEbD here with fts progosed comtribucion,
an underlylog reasve for why YEb perfores topic (nitiations that
are, in Galdberg s terms, not “obtrusive and disreptive",

It 48 agals posaible, then, to use the discourae context in
conjunction with the core use of a discourse particle Lo accuunt
for one of its special fwoctions. In the present case, the relevant
position of YEb fa between two utterances that are topically unrelated,
or alse before the vory first topfo, With (ts basic use TES sssertis
an overriding continuity despite the obviows topical discoatinuity.
The item doesn't exagperate the discontisuity, s Goldberg claims,
but atteouates It by asserting that & shared unlerstanding spans
the topical switch: "You can wderstand, comfortably escompans,
20 along with, wy current act of toplec ehanging/fnitint iong”, There
In ssoe truth In the sotlon that the speaker of YED 1n this position
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in "baldly amnouncing” the toplc Inltianion. By saserting contimsity
of underwtanding, the speaker does Impilcate the existence of discon~
tinuitys the real force of YEb here, though, 1s SOt Lé exagetate
the discontimuity But to play it down,

5.6.2, Tople Tracking

Coldbery (1980, 1981a) argums oxtenaitwely that YK can be
wied s » “tople tracking device' "optimally esployed, in English,
for isdicating the cemtral line of dewwlopment or other laportast,
sotevorthy ftess™ (n extended talk by » speaker (19680:142). It
in apecifically those YX's not weed (solely) for repalr thas
are thought 1o hawve this property (143), Topile tracking ¥K's
Lag: 1) topically significant iteos; 1) repecitioos of toplcally
significant Lltems; and L11) parallel structures crf cootrastive itess
in the presentation of the topic talk, The fumctiom of topio tracking
Is to clartfy which ftems are ‘on’ the tepleal core snd distinguish
them from ftoms "off" the core. This s seen a» necessary becssse
"{tems vhich are off the maln llne of developsent say insdvertestly
pull the talk ooto tangential toplcs™ (143), Tha fusctiom of toplc
traching s therefore to prevent these "potential drifes™ (IA7) and
alse o prevest topics belng swdsuned by ather toples (167), Deter-
aioatlon of what 1» on and off the core s comdected by sa algoritis
detalle of whieh will not de dlscussed here (see Coldderg 1980) slnce
they do mat bear directly on the clalse made Seliw.

In written lasguage, lodications of topical value sre "wasally
accomplished. . .by grasmatical subordinatfon, relativization, eod
prononisalisstion” (Goldderg 1980:148), bt In wnplanned conversatlom,
teple tracking with YK is thought to preduminate (14%); relterations
are ales weed, though to o lesser extant (130-156).

The clalm that “free floacing™ YK's tag toplcal value is »
strung-one, a» Goldberg (s svare, and camnot Se adequately supported
sinply by citing exanplea. In chis commection, the following qualifi-
catiom Is (sportase:

This tracking accomat of y'know has the status of a description
rather than as mlmuhnn for this accoumt comes in
the form of exasples...Of course, given thas the tagaing of vop~
1eally algnificant itess (s optional, the descriptive asccount
itanlf 1s In danger of Meing vacuouws, Uatil & strosger account
s Offered, the con | have proposed seems resscnable (Coldbery
19801 168149,

In the ressinder of this section several argweats are glven
to show that there s correnzly wo evidence that YK is In fect »
topic tracking device and that the motion sdould B¢ abacdoned. These
arguseats are sussarised in the follovieg list, then discwssed separacely:

n ar sl T LY erist, IT is
:::.th- most stralght account of the sccurrence of "free floacing”
.
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2) sivel tfal, The range of possible TT poinge
8 Lo0 mconstr i lmost anything can, In some Interpretatios,
be considerod topically sfgnificant;

) = %ﬁ G’urn\nwl §m9_:uig. TT offers no account
of the diversity placesent positions wvithin utterances;

&) IT lacks positiwve « TT &5 not wmasbigeously supported
by the exiscisg ﬁu;

» W_&u Clear cases of YEh macking
utterancen off the topical core occur [requeatly;

4) A umified #gh to _'(ﬁ is possible, An sccownt s proposed
that facilitates I(ncluwslon of all isstances of YEb within a sisgle

completely adequate desoription,

k. ler alternatives, Comalder an sxtended example. The
following Mu (1980: 16)-164) to exesplify IT
is from & transcript appearing in Sharrock sod Turser (1978:190-
198).

(57) €: 1 Yasve a complalor we wy neighbor s (0.5) Je-subl-
well renting her gatage out, and Al there are young
boys, pow they sees aviully nice an(d) everythtog dut
1 don't kmow they're missing an evfs)] lot of school,
thay’ ce [iftoon-year~old types, (0.5) an, they'wve got,
wparently they'we got seven old care, 1 geaes they
by these old cars, bDut adowt & moath ago they west
Lo tove smatahing cne of them ewith a plek axe jujer
::olutcl, anneying you kaow! powading all day.«

P )

€1 wand I; bave & dog that bazrks & 1ot an' ! guess ba's
noC taking too Rindly to these kids,

F: ()

€t But anyway there 1s tvo sore cars in the-ch garage
nowi and- ah, the seighbor works In fact she's away
a1l day "n' she doesa't know vhat's going om bt these
kids are just xpendiog their (b~ @) ene particalar
is spending sost of the day there, sad I know::! that
he's taking parte 1ike driveshafe 1« | jJust sow the
suffler golog with his fust now?, (0.5) They take them
' we live close by, 1t's 1o ((wection of Neweon))
Villow Neights aa' 12's by Cullypark; en' they take
theas (1.0) you know?, big enough parss to catrry sa'
I think they're dumpliog them Late the gully; (1.0)
and I'n jmtm a liecle, =mnoyed adowt It decause
e=ah you 1 think they've got about seven cars,
T calied to of the Soys and I didn't les on thas
I ves you (1.0) amnoyed or anyching bue aad |
vasn't at the//time,

Fi Do these cars all got License on thes lady?

€: Aiih, @ they're In & garage; 1 don't nowi, I really
don't te that, :

Fi What s your nane pleass,
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C: Ah my nane is Nissls Thoisgeon, and 1it's at har adédress
in twenty-uice thirty-four west thirty-four,

P11 Thircty-nine,

C: Ko twenty-nine tweaty-fi-- ah twea- ((rapidly)) i's
wventy-tnine tventy~five. Twanty-nine, thirty-fous
(1:0) wvest thtsrcy- // four

P: WNest thirty<~four, (that's)e

€1 wAn' they're taking, you knov® these patres, an’ wy
doughtar, (1 got) a ten-year-old, vas saying that she's
soen 4ll sorts of these parts dove at the gully, L
guess they go they follov the laine east, (ic's Lnna)
into the next bloick, and whether they’re Susping or
assendilng soswthing dows there 1 really don't know
but= (1,0) (£-¢) they're sorta taking over the area
vith this boaloness of syou o L Jama//ahing
up thess things,»

T: (repairing)

C: =am | know 11's thelr busisess If thelr dads allow
thes to 48 1t but (0.3) they're aot they're not doing
it by their Souse they've they liw further dowm thia
one parcicular T eov vhere he lives 'a" and ah

In every case in this passage Cond, in face, i2 all of Coldberg's
putacive exanples of TT) , the appearance of TXb osn e explatned
on other grounds Maving to do with the particular discourse congext
s which the item appears and the basic wse of YEh, It in therefore
POt Decessary to earich the theory of speakers’ competence by 1he
faclunice of TT.

YES 41, vith fte wssal use, 'presuaes’' that che addressee (a
police officar) grasps thw speaker's Intent. 7o understand the place-
sent of YED In this passage, it (s lmporcant to keep In nind the
pature of the telophone calls o complaint to the police. It is
crocial that one vho wishes to be hestd as {ssuing & legitimste com-
plaint sstablish that sose lLav Das been violated, or say vell have
bean viclated., It (s equally isportant to the complatner that the
eall mot Be basrd as & sure ‘gripe’, Sased sclely oz petsonal (1)
feeling toward the parties cosplained sgainst. In this perticular
vosplaint call the caller repeatedly (see the full text of the call
in Sharrock snd Torner 1978) allows the call 10 appesr to be 2 gripe
and woves 2o correct this iwpression, or talis in wvays obvicualy
gaaced to forestall the conclustion that the ceil Is » gripe. lumme-
distely before YK #1, the caller has fsaued ssnoying, and, imsediately
following #1, fng. Annoying i» & gripe word, vhich gets replaced
vith a factual deacription; dsy. Pourding a“ day i»
not sisply & replacesent but & grasmatical ccotinustion. in
bere at a repair site. Pespite the absence of pauses, vhich, for
Goldberg, are crucial for deterniniag whare a repair occurs, the
pecurrence of & tepalr bere 1s obvious, (Morcover, it {s mot clear
that there 1s m0 pause, since o chis transerips only longish pauses
are noted, and thase are only groasly indicated,)
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P2 1s also at & zepair site. This s iodicated both by the ooe
smcond pavse preceding #2 and by the discontinuity of the utterasce
vien #2 Is removed (an' !F Eake these big _-._?E pares). It is
reasonable to mppose t the spe cannot think of a ssooth con-
tinuation of the wttersnce havisg begun L1t vith thay take thase and
pauses Sefore settling for the avkward b1 ATLS 10 Ca (awk~
vard doth because It dewan't f4t well after tecause 1t
doesn’t make especially good sense--Are sobe parts not big enough
1o carryl), 12 thercfore aleo ocoupies & Tepalr site.

The same Lhing Is true of #3. Whatever the transcripeion
is intended to convey phonetically, It seems clear that the r Is
experiencing & dysflusacy. MNotice thet hare again the spoaker ia
shifting from persosal annoyssce to 4 factual description: 1 think

3 "vm abo + The reason for the bdreak In continuiry
is pro Yyt 3 t is 'changing m.“%u. afgor
all, stands decter a4 a reformulacion than & coot of the

c¢lawse introduced by because,

#4 is aleo at & srouble spot. The caller has previously retracted
sanay twice, If the instaste at /) s counted, and hare pawees A

second before fssuing the retracted word, Motice that is
folloved immedistely by a “downgrader’ (ses Wouse and Kasper 3
166) which leasans ita force, The spesker is traseparently tavelved

in repair,

5 1s another L(natasce of the recurrence of & trouble source.
The same trouble that occurved at #2 occurs hote again. This cime
the sbdreviated W is chosen, This is not s= inatance
of repalr but of ¢ uctlica of » difficult desigaation (asd,
sinultaneously, reintreduction of the sarliear topic). The core we
of TED Ls ressonable Sere: the caller Mas previcualy described thase
parte (afver F21) and can be taken as pointing to the shared growed
Already eatablished betweon speaker and addressne.

6 1s at & repalr wite. Watever indicates phonet lcally,
it £» clear that soce kind of “mtﬂy has occurred-=a bmaitaciom
fotse interrupced By YEb or soow word aut off by YEB. And, again,
the alte is a delicate ome at vhich £t iw foportant ¢o establish
the factual basis of the cosplaint. (It may beo relevant that the
police offfcer initintes other-repalr on vhat the caller formulates.)

It can be argued, then, that these fsatances of YKb all occur
at poliats of Jiffioulcy of eoe kind or ssother and thar 1t 18 there=
fore sot necessary to resors to TT to explain thelr ococurrence. Thare
In some positive Indication of difficulty, discontinuity, or outrighe
repair at the site of each YEb in the passage, and since YEb s comson
4t repalr siten in geceral, and there das its saual use (see 5.4.3),
IT lacks sppeal. This passsge in only one of several cited by Coldbarg;
l?. others also subait resdily to reaslaysis based on the core wse
of TEb,
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2. agﬁn Power. The TT anlaysis is viable enly &f ‘tepie’
can be daf 4 vay that permits wacontroversial sssigssent of
uiterances to topice; the asalysis Alse requires asome way to distin-
gulsh sore 1sQortant utterances 1o u parciceular topic from those
that are less teportant, The probles that arlses dore v that vien
these sotions are applied lstuitively--as they geoerally sre (espuci~
ally the latter cow)--thare is a sethodological danger that cthe utter-
soces vieved as toploally Isportant vill be takes, clircularly, to
be those tagped by YR, Indeed, 1t 1s ooly B dint of sch stratcoh-
ing of the original sisple TT (des that cectatn stray YXb's can be
Srought into the IT fold., Not only are "glodal toplice” considered
to be (optionally) so macked, but so sre 'local topica”, "eublocal
toplea’, ead utterances that tie local 1o global and local to sublooal
topice (Goldberg 1980:147, 1982).

Instances of YK not isswdistely classifisdble as marking topical
walue can often Be comwveniently shunted into the repalt category.
Goldberg clatns, “vhea a repairadie or vepatred ftem iz » .tmalmc
ttem of & passage, the tracking wmage of the particle may cosbine
with the repalr esape.” But how Is this possible? 1If YK 1a these
Gapes surves to track the tople, there sust be sone way te tell a
trachkiog repair from a nontreching ome. The only way to &o this
I to appeal to some ori notion of topical significence, dut
LI thia is done, the notion s vacsous, This rasles the tneluctable
gquestion: If the amalyst can detersioe vhat (s topically signifizant
Indepandess of the YK tag (vhich is Coldberg's clals) wihy cannot

aSSrssasss do the same thisg!
3 . i 1 Ageountabil « The TT snalynis offers
no explanat or t et t can sppear at various positions

wvithin sa witerance with different effects. All plotesants are regarded
as functionally squivalest in that they mark the utterance as one

of toplecal ismportance. With fts core use, bovewer, YEb cas function

to fndicate that the speaker presunes addresses/speaker solidarity

vith respect to part of as utterance, or even varfous parts of coe:

(58) I YX sort of budged the YX cootieb looking thing fncwe
WY TE, vhaclhucallit, Custnartf=~and ran Like hell.,

YOD in such canes 1s essancially forvard lookisg {(cf. Colddery 1940:
108).

s, % of ive Evidence, The TT 1dea lacks positiwve
svidence in 1ts mpport. Aas Eﬂﬁn concodes, citing posaible exampies
cannot alinch the case. There Are w0 separste prodlems bere:

1) Exasples wuld tave to be choeen rendonly or considered
oxdaustively vithis u large corpus 1o ba of conclusive value to the
claing and the sxamplies would have 1o be unamdiguous betveen TT and
repalr]

1) the 7T funczion tepliss that addressess ave able 10 recno-
struct the toplcal waluwe of YX tagped utturamces vithin & zopic



“85-

iodependent of the content and sequentlal placenent of the wtter-
ances; some positive svidence that they 4o s> 1s required. If »d-
deecsssas 80 not use YEb to crack topies, the IT notion In of no demon-
strated commnicetive importance and Temaine a hypotiesis = search
of datae,

. P ‘Wucouln to the 17 hypothesis, iz should
not be po te marked utterances which are both 1) off
the tepical core and 2) st & regalr slte, Novever, such exanples
occur often, For example, Goldberg considers off the topical core
utterances that “provide more backgrousmd to ss undetstanding of |soee
previous ftesm)™ (1980:145). Thus she considers the fifth sestence
in the following passage to be off-core:

(59) 1 discovered that the sother mouse vasn't 1o the cage.
She just vasn't there. She had been there the day before.
e was so big that she couldn't casily pet theough the
bars of the cape. She vas Vg becawse she had Just had
two litters. lst sbesoce, vas, therefore, wry odd, (Gold-
berg 1980:144)°

In (60)={(42) belov, however, sre prepested thrae cases from & single
LAD conversation ia vhich YEb occurm with an wuttarasce which, In
Just this vay, provides dackgrows! to an understanding of previous

talk by that speadar,

(60) EVA: She goes In there ahe goes = “Tanny!™ [loud wailsper])
snd she was tryia(g) to da 1t without wakin(g) up
Janlce ¢uz Janice hadn't got wp yer YK =~ and abe
Jwaz tries vakin(g) her up amd wakian(g) her wp and
she Just raises wp (hler hesd « and she looks at
(hler and abe Jwar passas out again. [LABA,2)

(61) X¥A: Asd ! doa't resesber that« 1 don't twoenber~ Charlie
callin(g) me 1 forget de did call me thatr &ay but

1 bad forgottes about 41t anid) I he vould never
change (i) charge It ta snycoe else’'s mumber
SR Yeah

VA bocavse YK he Just pays for it svtosatically, Asd
1 sald "Well § don't reseaber gettin(z) sny phone
ealls™ an(d) T said “and 1'n the only one that's
aven oesr Deyten™ I satd "So I'm wure the phone call
would've boen for ma™...

(62) SUR: Are you gonna ssblec yours?
EVA: We're gonna. I dunno. Janice was talkin(g) about
getnin(g) a Job down dere - sex(t) swemer
i
Yeah:::., That
could be because-
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EVA: Carls (vas«) vantas to oo and (1«) and well 1the
Ron's goin(g) ta schoal thin semmer w0 she mighs
52 the nex{(t) mamer oo cwsr abhe's engaged anid)
&-mﬂumonntmumumnb

{
SUE: Yeah,

L AMCMM The proposed use of YED can be applied
to explain the otcorrence of YEB wherever 1t is fousd 12 comversatfon,
There is no evidence for a split betwean wo categories: repalr
aad noarepair.

It Le certalnly tros that YEb ofcen ocours vith ctopically sipgal-
flcant wtitorances Iin & conversation. With Lts Dasic use YKb I8 sult~
able for checking (vith & positive sxpectasion) whetber speaker and
addressee ate ‘oo the sane track”. It stsods 10 resson that speakers
might de particularly likely to perform sch chacking at points wvhere
te 4o so (s most cruclalewben 2 slnsderastanding vould have tha
ot detriswotal effect on commmication. Key poiots in topical
talk sight thus be expected to be statistically wery likely to co-scour
with YEb=-bot 80 might ucterances that are aviward or clearly repair-
able 12 sooe vay., The speskear i sisply checking to see bow a/be
is doing st points vhere this seens o him or dar o setter, It
is 8 rather long step--both experisentally and theoretically--from
this sinple clalnm 1o the {dea that addressecs can, 1n an wexplained
vay, fdentify some YX"s (but not others) as utterance-level tags
sarkisg toplical isportence,

5.6.3. YEb and Repalr

There L4 nov an extenslive literstere oa conversat lonal repalr
(noe Joffarsonm 1972, 1974, 1978; Schegloft al, 1977, Schegiofit
1978;: DubBots 1974: Coodwin 1975: Shimanoff & Brunak 1977), T
occurs freqeently st altes of self-repatr. In Coldderg (1980) 1=
ia argued that YK (s & "marker” of salf«repalr in exasples 11ke the
follewings

(41} Chuwek, Chuck h maw - ked on
the 1fsz, and » vorking the, the thiag threa
ca. wh, 10 sone casan, T chink, some othar {(~=+==) Things.
[White Bowse:i5<9-72:1)
(Cie. by Coldberg 1980:2148)

(64) A: Wall, then In two vesks thete's his birchiay which
comes out on & Raturday night. 5o, we'll probably,

Lhnov, saybe ve'll do something thea, =
|S/8:Arrangements: 20} )
(Ciz. by Goldderg 1W01210)

in selfi=coreection tha speaker of sosw repaltrable exacutes repair
an bt (to S comtrasted with otlet«repalr In Wvhilch the soeaber periarss
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regair on anothuer's uttorssce), The reader s vefarred to the studles
set Loned above for details om repalr and correction. Familiaricy
with theuse studies vill oot he asssmed bolow,

In Goldberg (1980) » sharp ¢iatinction ia drawn Botween IT
YE and the repalr sarker. Three Aifferences ate found ta obtain
berweea the two typws:

1) repalr TE's are not confined to clausal or phrasal boudaries,
but repalr IT YX's are;
I1) repalr YK's xre “proceded by (and may B¢ folloved M) &
'soticed’ pause of a microsecond or loager™)
$14) the pronous of repalir YX's tends to be heard ss lighely
stressed, Widle that of the TT wae i beard as «llded.

T™e first difference canmot Yo considered criterial for distine
pulahizg the tvo types. e distlsction is (circularly) presupposed
ad then wsed to mpport the distributional difference. The second
difforence s llkevise dependent om the progosed distinction ltself;
soreover, YK's weed At repair sites nesdn't alvays be preceded by
8 soticuable pause (the Tigure of coe alorssecnad Ly puceling since
scet of the transcripts Coldbarg uses are =20t aanotated with precise
pavse messuresents), There (s, for exssple, no passe (o the following
exanplen:

{(65) C: .L..after Le's Doan YEAftar the persos’s besn shot
e  JATS. )

{6 Cr ..ol think CNI'CYI!!W“M‘O that, ..
(RS, id1].

The third diffesence is d4fficuls to iaterpret. 1s an articulatory/
asoustical difference referred to or & perceptual/phenciogicel one?
In elthar case the distinetion (s dubious, The transcripts for the
prement study abowund with appatent cousterexasples in which YEb at
4 Tepalr site Iacks any perceptible scress on you.

YEE at vepair sites Is sot sshetancially diffarest from instssces
of YA alsevbare.

In Goldberg's trestnent YX at repalr slces indlcates “that »
Tepair has bewn Inicisted [and tends) to eccur In the same turn s
the trouble~sousce™ (1980:218), T repalrs sarked by YK “resd to
clarify perace, event, tise, place, and other typss of information,
e tepair uparades the iten's specifialicy™ (117). The tendenty
for sweh repaira to “clardify™ Lo, of course, o Llopliclt festure
of most all repalr (othervise why ropatsr?), but the claim that repsire
fawlving YK wirade specificity could posaibdly distingulish then
from sose other types of repair, Rapairs Incroduced by 1 are
clalmed to {svolve "s chasge (8 esphasis, directlon, or mesn
{cf. Chapter 4). 1If YX repalrs are ia fact toward greater specifi-
Sity. the Bbasic wie of the 1tes |s entivrely sppropriste, Sotlce
the oddity of (47):



(67) 1 pot & dog, YR, cat for my Mirthday.
conpared to
(68) ! g=t & dog, | sean, cat for my discthday.

The falriy radical chacge of to cat is mot very sppropristely
marked by YEb because 11 vou adsurd (vithour further context)
to expect that the addreemee cowld grasp the xpeaker’s isgention
from that apeazer’s having swcrered dog. VI L much mare suited
to regalrs of the follewing type:

(69) I had te tura ... YK sverwe to avold the treck. [KT8«])

Sverve is placaibly the {ntention of Lhe speaker in wsttering turn.
A paralle) comment would apply In the following case:

(?0) ﬁ have nice drvases in there, They may not S« nice -
fhe = 80 nlce but they have nice dresses. [LAN-A 8|

It i», Yovewer, probably 100 restrictive Lo say that YE» up-
grades specificity, Tie correct promralizatLoo seess L0 be that
YXb (am might be expected from L8n corw wae) can appear in those
twpalt sites vhere the speaker wishes to confirm addresses umles~
standing. Tw following examples from Coldberg’s ovn work (1980)
fit this latter characterization but do not seem 2o witade specifi~
city in sy odwious way:

£71) A: Bucg, ub, at thac // price=
B Yaah, but I had sothimg, YX avy {.) all char I had
were sitdar jenky or dirty//or dead. [$/5:5%asts:2M)
(Goldbery 1980(217),

(72) 71 They. they, thay'd 1ike to ot Maldenan or Colses,
Exlichmen. They, they've got--
Ci Or possibly Dean. You know, who, you aow, wha's huh-—
thoy can=«1"s 2 small [iah, bute= [White Mouse:
“3=114A) (Coldberg 19801716).

Goldbarg makes thw Interesting commant that some YK marked
tepales are "senlecvart (cf, DuBole 19741 011<3) 18 (e senas that
n thaoe cases the repatradble 1s "Zetected mnd 20lated before it
o vocallised bct 0 YK sarher 1 not™ (Coldberg 1980:215). She cltea
(73) an = exanple of t54s;

(73) Well, 1t"s Jwat oone of thelrs you doow, that's really
none of their business. [(White Nouse:l8-2-73:431.

Coldbarg’s claim is that the complets repalr strocture L X-YEK-X'
and she speculates that cases of sesi-overc repair "say have prospted
the labeling of YK as & "hesitation' sarker”,

The Lesue of whether or oot YK can sark desitations (verses
inetaoces of correction) hinges on whether or not exanpios can be
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found in vhich YK flasked by one oF TWO pauses can appear ¢laces
intersally vhere no correction (s evident-<for example in the cCase
of a vord search., Suwch exsaples are not hard o find:

(74) C: ...en esployee should be able to evaluste thelr esployer
= and his abilities as & manager - and wh - YK tine
sanager etcet'ra [RTS,1)

(7%) And the/n/ coe of thes (a..playing 1ike with [.4] 1 doa't
recesber, 1 weed to play with /ic/ vhen I was a kid, [.9
but [.75]] 22"a like &, .wocden paddia [.60.3) chet [.15]]
there's an elastic string attached to and there's a dall,
{+3) you daow that kind of thing that you [.4] you [.13)
I..don't recesber the mame of them [.35] but ! played fwith
them/ for hours. (Chafe 1980:30%)

These could, of course, be dismisned 49 casves of IT YK but this seens
intultively odd, and the psuses sust be explalned, Wich its ordinary
use YXb is auitable for word searches and would function there to
‘repair’ (1a the extended sanse of this termi see Schegioff
v 1977134)) the sllence occasloned by the search., Ths speaker
og YE» fn & casa lika (J4) or (75) 1s saying, in effect, “you
mow vhat 1'wm getting at, even {f this vord/forsulation for the sosent

escapen s,

O wsch canes could de disnissad on grounds that sose repairadls
bas been covertly deleced Sefore isswe ond replaced. There 1s no
evidence for this, however. [t {s 20t encugh to cite cames of X-
YE-X' vepalrs as represestiog cthe full form of YK repalre, since
thin anscmes, without justificetiom, that X-YE-X' s the full forms
of all YX repairs.

The status of YEb as a beslitation marker Is qeestionadble, but
morve for the clais that 12 s & marker than for the clatim thet it
eccurs at points of hesitation, A a grest many repalr sites (n
vhich YSb occure it is flanked on ooe or both sides by pawse, Any
niductersnce pause (s & potential place for a YKb stnce the speaker
has faltered mosentarily and is therefore in danger of seeming commmie
catively incospetent, 70 ues YEb with its weual concribution in
such pauses invites the addresses 20 sanction the time out--gay for
a vord search or 1o formulate & corvection. Whether the YEb 19 {lanked
by pauses ia of no consequence o this fsgzerpretatfon--the pauses
siaply show that time was takex defore the utterssce could be resused,

To susmarize the clalse 1o this sectlion: YK st repeir sites
is TEb. To clatm that this YX"patterns differently than the YK whiich
has deen charscteriged as a dfscourse particle snd move sarker” (Gold-
berg 1980:1218) preswppoeas, vithout justification, that thore i»
soch a distizction., YED has fts usual uwse in ponitlons of hesitation
or misstep; with this core use 1t there invites addressess Lo g0
aloag vith the discoatinuity on the grounds that the speaker knowws
vhat s/he wvants to get ecross but rtesporarily lacks a propar forsula=
tiem, If the discontinuity fa too great to go slomg with (e.g. dog/
O4L). a stronger phrase like ! sean s apt to be used, YED implies
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that the speaker hopes the addressce can 2ivine the contlasat lon
OF grasy the polst of the wnfinished witerssce, Use of 1 sean loplles
that cthe speaker thinks the sddrasses cannot.

$:7. TEb as » 'Wthﬂc Circularicy Sequence’

Bernatedls (1962:200) classiftes YKon 8 'sociccentric sequence’,
& term describlaog the conceptmal cootent of his ters 'syspathetic
circularity sequence’. Berssteln has progosed n eladberste soclologs
fcal sccount of the wee of these sequences In comwersstlon,

The "5.C." class Includes YK and cags wuch as pn" it, ala'e
it, and wouldn' « all of wiich are alse desipgnat tarainal
sequences . Bernsteln found that 5.C. seqoences are used more by
working class than by middle class speskers (1962:224). Mis explans-
tom for this finding &s given in terss of hs videly discussed diutince
tios between restricted sand elaborated codes (BSernstaln 1961a, 19010,
19624, 19528), the clais Seing that 5.C. sequences occer far more

is restricted ches elaborated codes,

Bastricted codes are thought to be less explicit, and one who
wsas soch a code Lo thought tO sssuse mech sdowt knowviedgs shared
by speaker and hearer] speech Is a restricted code 1s therefore con-
densed el less redundant thas speech In an elaborated code (1962:2)5).

Bermateln's Mypotiwaln adowt the soclologocal fwection of %,C,
sequences ia iatricate and far-reaching, At Its core, hovewsr, are
the following obaervatlions:

™e 5.C. sequences may Se transaicted as 4 Tesponse of the speader
Lo the condenastion of his own seanings. The speaker requires
sssurance that the sesssge has beent recelved and the listener
tequires an opportunity to indicate the contrary, 1t &s as If

the speadey Lu saylng "“Ohock=-are we together on this?', On

the wiole the speakar expectse afflrsation (1962b:235).

vesthuse sequences sxy sot up differens comstraturs on the [liw

of commamication, particularly on its logical development aad
elaboration. Inawmuch as the 5.C, seaquences, which are geserated
basically by wncertalsty, lovite Isplicit affirmation of the
provioks ssqoence then they tend to close communication In a
particular area rather than facilitate (os dovelopoent and elaboras
tion. The sequences tend to act to malntais che reduction in
redundancy and 00 the condensation of seaniog (1bid, 237).

Bernstelin's reasoning, only Mghlights of which are quoted bere,
is sarvelous and consiatent. His interpretation of YE, though 1isived
to final "tag' posizion (where & minority of the total (netasces
of YK occur) degends on the items having a wse very sedr that proposed
far Yi above., Wis formulatica "Check-<Are we togetder on this'

In sulitably vagee with regard (o vhether the apeaker and addrospew
are in agressest vith respect to the truch of the progosition tagped
by YE. In the dota for cthe present atwdy cases frequently occur
vhere TXD accceganies a projosition the truth of vhich cthe addresses
in in no position to sscertaing
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(74) ...Testerday | waas in my bedroom, YKY And the alr condi-
ticaing doaan't even cool it off... [LAB-B,10]

(77) EVA: «You dién't ese that n?tmd. 1t nee
SUE: ub-ud

EVA: wHub! It's & shopplag cart? Full of pot,
SUE: (M)
SUE: ((Lawghs))

EVA: Pot all over on the grownd, too, YEI  [LAB-AN)

(78) ...1 had o friesd who took It anld) whe sald it vas »
plece off) cake. She got & 'A' out olf) the couzee YK
an(d) notrochle really... [Lab«B . §)

(79) ..there’s this sabariff.. N Mt & person~ uh a persca
{th)at was in jail with a Sall bat an sverything YK...
[LAR-A)

Bernstedn’s lapllcation that tersminal YR occurs at polnts vhere

tha spaskar's meaning has been coodensed is consistent with the evincive

treatment progosed in the presest work, but squarely at odds vith
the TT proposal. 1t should be possidie to stacistically examine
the comsequecces of BSermsteln’s clata, What wvould be meeded would
e an objective seasure of condensation of meaning. lLacking this,
Sernstein's clais, though aleagant, remains wndescsstrated,

The position taken here is that the range of eccurrence of YX
18 such wider than that savisioned by Sernsteln, This rangs should
Inclwde locutfons that are prodlesatical for the rarity, slanginess,
#tc. of the vords In chew:

(B0) Sem: <Cod, (M) vent 10 all this troudle { ) I's sweked
out, YE? |LAB«A,13]

for difficultien relating t0 sequentisl relevance of an wterasce

(81) (In this passage SUE sries to prowve ro EVA thar FREIDY
feels helpless as & shopper and hates to chop; the TX cagped
stterance is not 1tself intended to show this but to be
taken as setting up a situetiom in which the main poing
of the talk s thes tllustrated)

SUE: We hates the~ e went,..sdoppinlg) him and (h)is
brother and (B)is slister wven: Christmes shoppin(g)
vhen (M)e bought me sy brown pacts YE! -« and b
said- e war Just llke lesfndg) ft...

for diftficulties having to do with vhether the addressse shares spore«
clatlon of soom sapect of comson experiesce!
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(82) SR¥: 1 was« ... 4usb freshman ... comin(g) from the hicks.
Beve T cshought T was gonms take over the viwle world
YET  [LAB<A &3],

for the avivurdoass of their wording:

(8)) SUE: Mg~ B thinks be's » big man valkin(g) tall guy
KT  [LAB-A,29)

od 80 vo, Whether thase 4ifferent possibilicies should all be pro-
perly consldored 'comdenaations' s very questlonable. What they
all have In common s the fact that they tepresent situatioos in
discourass in which & speaker might wish to check wp on the corres-
pondence of his or her own communicative alns and the addressce's
grasp of vhat that speaker has sald,

5.8, Isterropative X

The Isterrogative vee of VX senticond and cxesplificd frequent-
Iy abowe 1 wery coamon, though sot predominset, in the comversattonal
materials used for this study., Yor example, of 74 YEb's 12 LAB-A
17 are Interrogatives (233). Goldberg (1980:135«13, 170) considers
thin type of YK equivaleat In fwocticn to declarative TT YK (nee
Goldderg 1980:135-136) amd spectifically argues agaisat calling it
a turn~axit device (see 5.% balow), YE! will be treated hare a5
alwply the intecrogative counterpart of YEb,

Firet nota that YX? does oot serwve well as the Interrogative
oownterpart of YEa, It is d4ffteult to got o literal truth pacecthe-
tical tog reading for & sentente llike:

(A4) 1 Like oranges, YK
This sentence would not typleally be waed as 4 paraphrase of:
(85) YK that ! 1lke orangen?

Eathar, (34) seems to invite & YEb reading and {s thus beccer pars-
phrasshie by

(B6) I 1ike oranges, you know vhet 1 sean!?

I find this to B¢ truw even 1f there i{n & substantial f=stouxtion
Sreak detveen m‘n; and YX in (84). But the dtapreference for

YEa in senconces | (04) fs prodadly dee to the extreme accosnis
Bility of the Yb resding, rather than to the YEa reading being €is-
allowed, Thus motice that

(87) 1 1ike orssges; you knew!

in vhieh the TED reading is not in competition does saally permic
a truth parentbetical tag reading.
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If YKT haa interrogative force, it could be followed by a response
Of some kind co the part of the addressee. In fact, this Is often
vhat happens, The following examples are takem from LAM-A,

(83) SU: ...1 was thinkin(g) o(f)-writin(g) & check for Jean
(a)a(d) Mem's (a)n(d) spendin(g) the rest o(f) that
vioie~ wy vdole payeheck on me YKY

EVAT  Yias, | LAD=A,19)

(89) EVA; 1 sean vhes~ vhen (h)e's not drunk dw won't talk
tlo) mw - as though I didn't even exiar YK!
SUEt Yeah, « He's too shy ta talk (o) you... [LAB-A,54)

(90) SUK;  ...But ya see three £(t)'d dafca b liks thie) whole
sy, YE?
»
EVA1  Yeah, [LAS-A,58)

(91) SUE: ...chat"s all T can see is ~ 1ike elghty million
bulldings a{h)1l (ch)e way aroud me YE? ( )
|
EVA: Roally

In cases wvhare so verbal response occurs, thars may have been
& Kinesnic one; or, sisce the question rootinely expects 4 positive
response, sllence may be taken an cosplitfance.,

In the KIS tracacript callers to a radio talk show froguestly
use TEb, But i 169 foatances, there Is not & single case of interros
gative YK, A possidle reasca for this 1a that callers realized
that In coaversatioms with & talk shov host--with ssoaysous listenecs
potencially nusbering (n the thousasds--it is not satirely appropriate
to ask for confirmation of wnderstanding, the host Being the only
oos in & posicicon to respond.

5.9. YX and Turn Teking

Saveral writers have proposed a cosswctiion betveen YE and the
turn taking system for coaversation,

. Uste r. Jefferson (1973:6%{1) characteripes
YK s 8= "utterance ' and has aleo referred to 1t as & ‘stand-
ard conplotion aignal (1972:329). As & lengtheser, YK is classed
vith other itess, such as an' thisg, "which (ndicete o the
recipient that the utterance can bave completed so that he may
begin co talk, while as well providiag that tle ongolag speaker bas
0ot atopped ctalking™ (1973169). The functiom of YK i3 this view
depends on Lta placeswns at a point of pomsible uttersoce termination.
YE In {teell Le only & signal that “can be focluded sscog a seriss
of utterables which provide that a speaksr has not stopped talking
although a poesible utterssce bas been produced” (1973:73). Tag-
positioned sddress terma, vien Also uaed this way, are described
as "sere scund” sad as " souwnd parcicleis] in cthe service of another
type of Interscticoal work™ (1973:74).
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Utterance lengthenars sy 5o waed after vhat Jeffersco calls o
“problesatic consposent™, as In (92):

(92) Jims Aedapdlwlhgﬂtlm.wtom“ahm
¥ hnow,
Roger: Gi(Wa)r]l saka you o= Alright
The lesgthener here indicates "that one doos mot intend to talk sbout™

the prodiematic component, "By REFLACING such talk with » signal that
transitfon Ls oovw undervay™ (1973:69).

Mote that Jefferson is here talkiog abowt YK s an Ltem that can
eccur after a4 problesatic coepoment, but this is not considered an
sssent 1al feature of (2s use as & leagthenar. She finds that it s In
general a "standard completion signal’ which displays the speaker's
willingoess for the reciplent to begin talking duriag or right after
the signal, bet, because It allows the presest speaker Lo continue
talking, doss not maks the oore polinted offer of turn chat would de
nade If cthe present turn~bolder simply stopped talking and waited for
another o degin.

Jefferson refers to YKT as & 'plea’ (1973:174) which ia, like the
declarative, an utterante lengthenet, though presumably the status of
YE! a8 # plea would preclede its belny considerod & seaningless par-
ticle of sownd,

2. W‘. Dusmcan wnd Fioke (1977) conatder YK
e be o "sociocestric sequencs’ (a term originally due to Bernsteln;
e 5.7). Macing as other exanples of this class bue %: and or some-
%a. Scch Items (like (s excluded; see p. 170) are ribed aa

"uccnlpod exprassions™ which typlcally follow “a more swhacan-
tive statement™ (171).

Duscan ssd Fishe regard soclocentric sequeaces as caw type of
"speaker turn signal’ (185) indicating the spenker’s wvilliogness to
Yield the turn. As such, sociocentric sequences are one of several
Ainds of turn signals, the others delng! occurrence of an intosation
marked plonesic clause; cospletion of o grammatical clawse; 'paraline
guintic dravl’; onset of gestural signals; and “decrease of paralin-
goistic pitch and/or loudness on & soclocentric asguence™ either dur-
ing the vhole saquonce, or fts fisal syliableds).

Duncan and Fiske are thus (= agreesent with Sacks ot ). that X
Is "tranaltion relevant'~~inviting & chamge of spesker turn. This
raises the Quastion of how often the turn offer esbodied In the use of
YK is actually sccepted by auditors. 1f turn changes occur frequently.
this wuld sppoct the clals that YX {5 & turm signal. Oely a partial
and Indirect anwwer 10 this guestion i provided by the dilscwasion in
Duncan and Fisks, The ssswer (s Indirect betawse they do sot report
rosulitn for YK alooe, but for the entire class of soziocentric seguns
con, It is partial bocawse the data are growed in a way that happens
to odscure the locatlon of turs Atcempis vith reapect o sociocentric
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sequancest  Curn sttespts Suring these sequances were tallied, bez
those occurriag Just after a soclocentric sequence are lLusped together
with turn attempts after units st terminating with a scciocentric
sequence. Ne can thecefore only look at tarn attespes Jdorisg soclo-
contric sequances In geceral, Of 100 attsmpes in the Dencen Fiske
explotatory stuly, six cccurred iz this position. There were, how-
ever, 11 bagk chanmel respomes i chis powiction (f.e., brief responses,
.8 m i, offered by sa auditor during the curn of aoother spesker
and 70t used to cake cthe floor), Eves the figure of 67100 1a diffloult
L0 interpret with reapect to the prosent question sinde inclwded

vare turn atcenpes and dack chansel Tespotses Seginming sisultaneous-
iy with or sves just prior to the onset of the soclocentiric sequence.,
In sch casns the tarn attespt or back cheanel response could not

be viewed as & fospouse to the soclocestric sequence.

3. Becompleter. Utteramce~final YK, according to Sacks et al,
(1974) is &

generally avallable "exit sechnlque’ for & turn, That is, »
current speaker haviog constructed u twrn's talk to & possible
transition-relevances spaie vithour having selected » next, and
finding no other self-nelecting to be Xt may, employing his
optiom o continve, do & tag question, seleccing anather as nest
speaker upon the tag questioa’s completion, and thereby exitisg
from the twrn, In thds regerd, the tag question (s one member
of & class veo may call "recomploters’ ... (Sachks et al. 1974:718)

Coldberg (1980) eriticlses the posicion of Sacks et al. on several
grouvads hoping to establish that tarmicel YX is in fact sot invelved
in the dysanics of turn takiag, et 18 Instesd Detter charscterized
by the IT progosal. The TT analysis bas Seen argued agalnst fn sect ions
3.6.2, but Goldberg's srpuments sgalnet regacding YE as & turn exit
device can be sxamined on thelr murits, S scggests six puch argusents,

1. 5he clalse that the turn exit Ldea pradicts, falsely, that

thare showlid S & pause Just prior to YK &t transitional relevance
places. The pause is thought necessary for the speaksr to sscertain
that there are no self-sppointed nest speabars (Coldberg 1980:136).
The form of thia argusent s valld agalost the specific propossl
of Sacks et al, gwited above, since they regquire the apeaker to check
first 2o soe if welfesalaction occura, dut YK could atill be a turn
exit davice vithout this checking, Moreover, Coldberg seenms L0 presmuse,
::that Jemtification, that such pauses to check for self-selection

NS OCCNr .,

1. GColdberg arguesthar thare are cases of Turss Loterrwpied
during ftems follewing Issue of & YK At 2 teamaltion relevance point
(198G:134), This alone 1s w0t & walid argemsent agatlnst the turn
exit fdes since Lt prfescpposss that the isterrepting speaker wished
to intarrupt earlier, ot the poingt jwat following TE, aed 414 nor.
The decision to Isterrpt cowléd, hovever, be made ot or just before
the point of Interruption itaelf.
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J. Coldberg arguves that the tum exit 1dea Ls faulty nuu-
there are cosus Of locutiva-fisal YE that are turm-sedial, These,
Sowever, casnot Se uwsed o argue apainst the twrn exit fdes because
the argusent presupposas that o)) turn offers are sccepted, which
is certalnly not t0 b sxpected (sew Secka ot al, 1976:704).

&, Goldberg cites the folloving tnstance of overlagped YK:
(93) Eeni Se's gotta in 1t, Se's gotts g Bangin' there?

And 1 anid s the pum for. She anid Lo case
any &' my seighbors wvanna come in, // yubh know?

Al:  Bah
Roger: Sehh, An' she invi(h)ites you $(h)a 2o // see ic. bBehh
Ken: Y/ksow?

Keni T s'd- well // well you know, all yer nelghbors've
gotts 4o 4s Just put & 1itcle mad in that little
alr Mole w there in the top an' yer all done. eheh.
[CTS:2:2119) (Coldberg 1137).

She srgues that “on the basls of Kea's Lamedistely subsequent 'turs'
it appears that Ken Sas oot, ia fact, cospleted his turm which ended
with Al's and Rogec's interruptions, Kem desonatrates the uwwarrested
nature of the isterreption by his Interrwtion of Roger™ (Goldberg:
1980:137). This srpement ia aleo questionable; it assumen vithout
Justificetion, that Fen vanted to cootines his turs at the poine

At vhich S uttered the firar YK, which s speculative.

$. Ia s later defense of the TT L{dea Coldberg (1981s) argues
that the twrn exit 1dea 1o clearly frrelevant (0 cases vhare the
speaker 1s engagod, for exasple, in a loag sarrative and, for obvious
reasons, vants to retaln the floor wncil completion of the narvative,
A probles with cthis argusent is that in Coldterg's exasples soow
of the YE"s ate interropative, and (¢t is specifically isterrogative
TE's that Sacks ot al, clals are izstances of turs exiting (see the
quotation at the beglinning of this section). This argpwsent thus
strides banide Its target.

The position taken In the presant work is that nelther Colferg's
TT account nor the Sacks st al. view of YE? s 4 turn exit device
Is an sdequate description of the facts. Terminal YET oaly ooce
tesults In a tern change in the present data, although (2 does fraquently

elicit & dack chamse]l response, swch oo 5 I, whehb, or (12
back chasnel respomses to 26 Instascos of YE7), This i would

be expected 1f YKT fa used with (is usual comtridutlon. Ve would
ot expect a full change of twrn, Set sisply a brief response to
the apeaker's question (f.e. to, reeghly, "Yow follow, don't youl)
or a perfunctory nod of agreesent, or st the very least a pesceabls
silence. This position {4 in Barscay with Coldberg's oo one point:
the turn exit fdea (s iocorredt. Bax the YE's In question cannot
be sasipgeed TT staten by defaclt.
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3.10. Dissridwticeal Propecties of ¥X: Quastitetive Rawults

In this section the occurrence of tckems of YEb In LAS and k1%
materials Lo exanined quantitatively 1o determine gross distriducion-
al properties of the item vhich suppert the trestment pregosed abow
and tend o disconfire other approacdas.

o VXK and filled pause. In popular works on Langsage wse, and
even In some sarloes research, YK i» often suggested to be & hesita-
tion fore asownting to sothing sore than & filled pouse, THIs view
fn, of course, squarely st odds with the claim that YES has a speci-
fiskle lizguistic contribution and that it iy this contribetion that
doternines wvhere YEb is used in conversstion, It fs tharefore possible
to predict differescos batween the positions of occurrence of YEb
and fLlled pawses. Suth hypotheses vill Be sasy to test sizce both
filled pacses (um, ub) and YX occur 1n lerge wuabers in the Lapes
weed for this study.

Uh (cf. Chaptors 2 and 6) may S¢ vieved as a= evincive (tem
Indicacing that the spoabar's thoughts are somencarily mull, uncliear,
or wpresentable. As sach, ch fasusd nid-utterance sxpresses that
the spoaker has faltered for soms ceason, but dNopes to be Mdle to
continue, 12 If the uh ta fallowed by ailence, a problem srises:
the spoaker may be soen as vishiag to cont inue but wnabls to & 8o,
This both comstituten & face threat to the spedker, vihose converss~
tional Conpetence or cooperativeneas may be impugned sad can leed
to wwanted loas of the tura,

Mideuttarance YK, on the othur Band, is ¢ sipgn not thet the
speaker is simply falvering, but chat che spasker is astively and
competontly engaged Lo the commmication. This follows frem the
core wae of YED to indicate chat the spesker s coscarsed vith vhether
vhat Ls sald fa "petting scroen’, recognizes that thece may be sema
difficult on the addressee’s part in this regard, snd displays cwurreat
control of his or dur commamicative role By achnowledging this 41041
culty before contiswing, YEN, Secawss 1t demonstrates control, Is
especially apt o vecur In sltustioos viete sn addcesses might suspect
that this control Ras deen Jost, Sioce the pesition in whioh yh has
Just beoen fssmed Is Oone suth place, ve night expect YEb to cosmenly
fcllow uh an an attempt o reassert control,

Tha tapes vere examined for cases of adjmcent &b and YK 10 sew
vhathar these Lteas appear significantly more oftes Ln the order
wh YK than che other way around. YED occwrs odjiscent to frogeent -
17 1n the RTS tramacripis, e saly once 1o the fate~to=face comversas
tlofs. This say reflect the relative cesmalmean/formalicy of chese
1wo spoaking sltustions, The face~to~face comversatlons ate sore
flusnt sad crelaxed thas the KIS conversations, no doudt becasss the
1atter take place defore » vast ol Iseginably astwte radieo awdience.
In situstions ol soderste casualoess (o.g5. the Pear Story recoantings,
Chafe 1980), & soderate maber of TE and b odjocencios are fousd,
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In the RTS suterials 43 canes of adjacent YIS and oA occwur,
Of these 33 are in the order YX, and ten are in the ogposits order
(ehl square 6.94; p<.01; 4f=l),

Pafilled pauses are an oves sore stark algn of loss of comtrel;
relatively sore pauses before than after YEb would tderefore be ex~
pected. This expectation fsstrongly coaflesed by the presest data,
Of 117 adiaceccine of YK aod pause, B8 are with the pavse preceding,
19 with £2 following (ehi-square 14.88; p+«,00]; dfsl),

Tvo other differences in the way TX and wh pattern wers noted.
1) In many cases some item is followed by YKb after vhieh that ites
in axactly repeated before the speaker continues, Thess are clause-
intornal "restarts’:

(100) ...they ca= get~ YK chey can get close (ta you) [KTSIS,
561

(101) ...for instance Lhey YK they hawe a- an ares vhere
|RTS4,32)

YK is sigaificantly less likaly to imtermit in these cases than is
(elause-interns] retractod restarts with YK/all clsuse (ntersal
s = 1/46; for oh w 15/76; chivsquare 16.68; p<.00L; af=l). Wy
this should be the coase (o not clear. 2) The proposed core use
of YK provides s explasation for the tendency of uh to occwr much
mare frequently than YK after comjunctions, In lssulsg & conjunciion,
the spesker glves the addresses 1ittle 20 go on for the purpose of
guessing what might come next. Conjunctions can be csed to bold
the speaking turn defore the speaker has planmed anything sebstantive
o a4y, e would tharefore expect to find ul gtur conjunct fona
sore frequestly them YK, and cthis (s the casel? (YK after conjunctioss/
cotal YK's = 23/047; for sh = 114/459; chi~square 46,443 pe.00L;
df=1).

5.11. Conclmaton

In this chapter varicws hypotbeses about the fumtion of the
discourse particle YK vere examined. Tn wach case It wvas argued
that sose particular function can B¢ served by YEB becawse the Baslc
wse of the 1ten Is sppropriste to that fumction., As In previous
chapters, the fntent was sot o show that the item does oot have
meltiple functions, But to show that a unifled scevunt of these func-
tions proceeds naturally from conaldering how the basic wee of thwe
ftes 18 interpretable In partigular conversational contexts. It
is therefore imaccurste to cossider YEb to de & "device' especially
‘marking’ these functions, This clate would be odd In the sase vay
that it would be 044 to claie that "Can you tell s« vhen there are
tratns to Boston™ s a device for wmarking train sriedule inquicies.
Cercainly this 1s the principsl function te wvhich thia sestence can
be put, Yot Lf 1t In comsfdered & marker, we face the uncomforatdle
prospect of sn essentislly (nfialte set of ssch devices.
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These temarks should be resgpered with oome dissussion of the
couventionalizat len or routinisstion of YEB. It ls cectainly frue
that, as a standacd wvay of seeckisg or Inviting confirmation of under-
standing, YEB bas coma to be routinely assccisted with several comson
converaat Lonal sltuations in vhich the apeaker s uncartaln how well
s/he Ls getcing across. But, Just as in the case of woll and 1lke,
the routisization has nct obliterated the core wse of Yhb, wince,

A 1o the case of well and 1ike, the core we of YEL is conalstent
with the routice functicos. In this chapter stetistical evidesce
was brought to bear on thls fssue: distridbetional teadencies of
the ftem demcorazrate the relevance of the cote wae of YKL to its
placesent in conversation,

This snalysis (s 8ot functional per se, bt conplesents Pwnction-
al analyses b providing an answer to » 1 ysastion tlmas
other analyses ralse: why 1s the parcicular ites YEb used for the
specific functions that It ta, rather than some other item!

The basic use of TEh proposed above 1a ot in the nature of
A dlscovery=-many vriters have tried to specify the wae of the itewm,
and some Wave come relatively cless to the formulacion used In the
prasent wrk. The addition sttespted dere Das been to refine thw
statement of this Item's uee and to relate It to the diverse functiozal
clatas that have been made alout YK, There seems to have bewn a
faliure to directly asscciate these funations with proposals about
the 1 contribution of tha item, perhage Decause 1o 40 a0 weakens
the ¢ that YEb stands as & "sarker’ of any single funition, YEB
is sot sssociated vith cectaln discourse fumctlicas because It marks
them but Becsuse 1ts baslc vae {s sppropeliote to each such functiom,
The effort to tdeatify distinct functicas of YEb Ls 20t & wvaate of
tise: we sust understand both the functloms sl thelr limpulstic
wderpinning to have a Salanced and cooplete accommt of this particle,

The pressnt approach 2iffers, hovever, from that in Coldberg
(1980, 1981a, 1962%) In not claiming, s she does, "that there arw
{48acourse] structeral and functional groperties vhich undesils the
use of ftems Lihe y'haow™, Nather, the priscipal claim made 10 the
preasent work Is that the range of functions of such items representcs
M Interaction of the basic linguistic walue of the ftes and specific
4iscourse contexts,

Tha great frequency of ocosrrence of TED in comversation ia
predictable from fts core wse. It apgears In se many diffecent places
becuase this use Is sppropriate at any point st vhich the speaker
s unsure of bBow well a/be s coming across. YEB s at home-~though
clearly optional--wherever the speaker feels that vhat /e has Just
sald,or will Sust nov say ia the shared sorld may not have had its
devired effect In the other vorid, The frequancy of wse of YO will
obwviously differ depending on many factors, including the relatiouship
betveen conversants, the Jegree of flsency and clarity of what they
say, feslings about the overuse of YK, acd the porceived lmportance
of the addresses’s having wderstood some particular ucterance.
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'Nn iaten Sas several phosological varlants, Incloding (yusd),
[y?ad], and (98], The question of vhich varlants ocour Ln vhat &is~
course, pleaological, end myntactic exvirozsents is not considered
here. There (s 4t least oo atraightforvard correlstion betwveen any
of thess variants and the distinction drawn In this chagter Setwvesn
7 koow  wed z'hav‘. Both types occur In full snd reduced formsa.,

TAs ‘verbal garbage’ y'inov s eften classed with Like (Chapter ).

This grouping finds its way into the popular llterature un speech
abuse Ln Newsan's claim thet YK and 1ike are "soch the sawe thing™
(1974:13). An 3 comparisen of the concliusions of Chapters ) and

S will Indicete, YK and 11ike are In fect quite diffarest In function
and distribotion.

W copy of & brief sonograph on YK by Oetman (198)) was received

Lo late for reviev dere. Nis forsulation of the use of YK Ln sinilar
{n sose wayw to what ia proposed bdelow. 1 would, bowever, taks lssue
vith some aspecta of Dutsan's statemest of the "prototypical seaning”
of YK ard most importantly the saphasis he places on the propositional
content of utterances with which YK occurs (cf. 5.4 below). Optman's
sonagraph containe Intriguing sectlons on the scquinition of YK by
children and oo the differentisl use of YK by sem and wooen.

‘tbu treen are drave as Noas drew thes, with the vord firat.
This practice has sicce dean adandoned.

’A- Enowles poiots out, the constraint is semantic, mot ayntscsic.
Conaider: Joha, I don't doubt, will win the race.

Orheugh sperficlally tdestical, y'see differs from YK in that
caly the former is necessarily cohesiwve., Thus (a) weld be blearre
o the first wtterance im a conversatlon, whille (b) woald met:

() Y'ane, there's nothing like o Coks.
) Y'nov, there's nothing 1ike a Coke.

7'! s acceptable In these cases Lf, for example, Felle 1a under~
stood as a quotatica, YK (s frequestly wsed in the present dats
for usquacing.
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"nn waual restrictions on viere speakors may lasert Interjectios-
2l pauses, however, remain In force (see p. 40) sdowe,

’cm- that tnftial 7K Is en actentlon getting device used in
precopical position square nicely with the core use of Yib, Tie
presunption of shared grousd prior o Lasuing any coontentive saterial
bas the effect of anserting something sdbout the addresses’n state
of mind--namely fts predictabllity In coe vespect. Speakeras spproach
the matter of asserting the sental costents of others vho are present
gingerly. The potestial face-thress inwolved with¥E (s sormally
sttenusted by the obvious sociable intent of the speaker, but if
intisacy 1a usdenired by the addresses, the potential for of fense
ia wtill pressos,

‘o‘lbh passage is an expansion of the progositional comstituents
of a sepeent of natural coaversatfon, but Lt sarves bece to Lllwatrate
the polnt belng nade.

"n. fact thet there are cases vhere & turn change oCcurs jwac
afcteor YX would not, fteelf, constitute even weak svidence for the
clals that YK s a turn sipgnal. Statistical evidence 1o required
since turne can champe at any point, What sust be shown (s that
turn chasge 1s sore llhely after & tag-ponitioced YX than at other
poince.

Zrnis view of b is comsistent vith vhat is known abowx its
positicas of occurrence in conversation. No relisble differences
have been found betveen the positions of occurrence of filled and
wmiilled pauses, It Is kpown that unfilled pauses tend to ocour
At codotltusst boundaries, before the first content vord of a phecos
Jogloal phrase, and bBisocting sajor cosaticuents (see Boosmr 1943,
Rochester 197), and, uxpecially, Cronjean ot al, 1979).

"My the two msoat frequently occurring conjuscelons in the
present data vere cownted: and and bur, No other conjuscelons
approach thess In text frequency.



OUWPTER 51X
THE ROLE OF DISCOURSE FPANTICLES IN CONVERSATION

6.1 Coneral Xemachks on Like, Well, and Y'koow

™his stedy has focused attention ca the discourse particlon like,

g%l. and y'know, attesptisg to isolate a single core use for each ome.

s was possible is each caser like iodicates a pesaible minor non-
equivalence of what the current 72\-' vill nov fesedisately say (or
has Junt now sald) and vhat the speaker nov has (or just now bad) in
mind to comvey; vell Indicates that the speaker, at the time well s
utresed, is consulting his or her current thoughts) y'keow (YKD) checks
(wvith a positive expectaticn) on the correspondence botwen what the
speaker Intends te convey and wvhat the addresses has been able to
grasp im regard to vhat the speaker has just said or is just about te
say., In each came this core use survives regardiess of the "local”
purpose the speaker may have In waing the item at a particular position
in discovurse; and in each case the met of fusctions the ites may serve
makes seose in termm of Its core wse. Previows analypes of these ftoms
have mot attended closely 10 the question of viather such & core wme
can be formulated, wo that although varicus functions (or these Items
have been identifted, these analyses are In general unable to esplain
vhy iIndividual particles serve the particular functioms they do.

The gqoestion of vhat the linguistic consributiom of these [tems
Is i3 complicated by their rovtinizatlion as atandard vays of dealing
with recurreat conversational situations, Thus, for example, wil can
be uned as » cooventional way to Introduce an abrupt changs of teplc.
The point repeatedly made above regarding the varled conversatfoonal
uses of these itens 18 that the icesa do not, simply by virtes of be-
coning routises, lose their basic use. What can hagpen (as argued for
1ike In Chapter J) is that the basic wse of the ites can de doainated
by some particular roucine value, BDut cthat the basic use fs only deai
nated, not odscured or lost entirely, through rowtimization is
indicatod by the fact that the conversational wees of the item are w-
derlain, inforeed 3y, and conaistent with the basic use, and by the
fact that when the particles are scrotinized inm stite In discourse their
basic use 11luminates descriptions offered by swdjects of the
‘seaning’ of utterances coatainimg the ftems (see Chapter 3).

Protably the fatllure of subjects to be able 1o (solate lmwdiate.
ly the core use of like, vall, and YKb is largely due to thelr isa-
pilicy to differentiate the core wae from comtestwal and pragmatic
factors, an oxpected and very geseral limitatfon on the usefulness of
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1inguintic incuicions,

In the sost geseral portrayal these particles are all related to
the disclosure of covert thiaking. They all ropresent rosponses to
prodless arising due to the "favisibility' of undiscloscd thuhuu.
Each participant im & conversation is avare of three ‘worlds" of com-
versational sceivity! the private world of curreat disclosable
thoughes ; the shared wvorld in which speskers colladorate in placing
Iinguistic, paralinguistic and kinesic elements In view of sach
other (n a particular sequence; asd the other world, containing the
disclosadle dut othervise invisidle thisking of sese co-participantis).

Particles such as Jike and vall (and many othars: ses Chapter 2)
aAre evincives: thay permit the speaker to bhring up, withouwt theredy
specifying, cootents of the private world., Swch Itens Are & seans of
calling sttentloo In & general way 1o the relevance at sooe particelar
point of thinking the speaker leaves partially undisclosed. The
teastas for such partial disclosure are varied, depending on contexs
and the speaker's communicative abllities and intenticas. 1t ia,
notice, the partialoess of the disclcaure that renders an Lten evincive
ot all, for Af disclosure wvere complete, the (tem vould ansune the
statws of an ordinary lexical Jtem vith & convent iemal and therefore
shared seaning; sotice also that vhile ordinary lexical ltess may be
spoken accompanied by undisclosed hinking, only evincives specifically
indicate that some such undisclosed thinking is uadervay.

YKb responds to the disclosure prodlem in o differeat vay: here
the speaker is concerned about the undisclosed contents of the other
vorld and 1s, 1n parcicolar, ioterested in vhether the desired affect
of hin or her words obtains in that other world. A positive response,
indicating that the private and other vorlds are In essentiol respects
in harmony, ia nttdmo‘.'

A distinction may be drawn between the disclosure problems just
distessed and the kied of disclosure solicited vhen ssking & question
such as "WMat time s 127" By usisg this seotence the speaker alwo,
ebvicualy, seeks disclosure of information, Sut not specificelly of
thinking then cerrent in the addressen’s wind, Disclosure 1n the Case
of the discourse items well, like, and Y& (s of gurrent (im real tise)
:».,u arising in connection the svents of an ongoing converss~
tion®, Each of these items thus inhabits or responds to tle "now’
of actual talk rather than some imogined, recalled, or projected now,
Tha frequent characterisation of these frema as lubricants, puncluation
devicos, and sc on, hints at their teaporally locel domatin, Even wvhen
retrospectively quoted, these particles occupy sooc real (albeit re-
ported) now at vhich they were spoken. They represent an acknowledg~
ment by speakers that, despite the negotfated pace of actual talk, in
Soth the privace and the other vorld thinking runs apace! covert teacs
tions occur alvays mow and must be placed in the shared world if they
are to be Jointly knoun and responded to.
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Previous vork o conversaticaal bebavior bas largely--and under-
standably-<been limited to vhat occurs Ia the shared warld. As cor-
rectly and repeatedly stated by seclologists, vhat occurs there can be
understocd in terms of vhat else s sald and done-~vhat stands 'boaes-
out® for exsmination, The logic of the shared vorld of talk and
other Swhavicr s accessible because in general spechers place in that
vorid vhat they mean to be understantadle. On the othar hand, however
inaccesnible they are to the monparticipant rescarcher, Che private
end other vorlds are of no less Isportance o the particd in a
cooversation thas is the shared one. In fact, & major quostion for the
speaker In conversation s how to sffectively Istrodwe vhat s pri-
vate Into the shared world, snd how to properly and effectively ob-
taln discloaure from the othar wvorld, A gase of poler (s an excellem

analogy.

1f we linit ouwr attention to the shared world of ralk, we thereby
exclude tvo "thirds’ of vhat i iavolved vhen poople comverse. The
Ingottance of the wseen aspects of conversatlon 1s clearly shown by
the very frequent use in conversation of discourse particles that
specifically relate the covert vorlds to the overt one. What conver-
sants are thinking to themselves, unless disclosed or inforrable from
vhat s sald or done by them, remaling perforce & mystery Lo anyore but
them, Sut we can wvatch conversants orfent 4o their talk to vhat i3 un«
disclosed and parform and sollcic parcial disclosures, and we can be
mindfoul of the fact that lisguistic behavioces, from the spraker's
vantage point, 18 even vicher and moxe complex than displayed, record~
able speech. This 1s not just & mattar of soow things being 'bewtesn
the lines"~~a prodles of Inference and isplicatvres-~but of saterial
that underiies the procesdings but ia mot inferrabls by all the co-
conversante,

Mosz of the resainder of this chapter i an astempt o provide
& more genetal perspective oo the discourse particles found in English
conversat lons by saswering the following queation;: What kinds of dis~
closure functions are repraseated by thane particlen?! Or, to atate
the goestion in baman teres: Now do speakers commect peblic 1o privete
vhen they wae discourse particlen?! In doing this, 1t will be hecassary
te discuss work by othars on savers] particles Beyond the three alresdy
discussed above at lesgth (scoe of these sdditions] (tems are first
mentioned In Chapter 2; the reader is referred there for hackgrownd).

6.2 v

Schiffrin (1981b) finds that the “"discourse marker’ now is used
"o preface evidente, L0 precede a change 1a tople oFf sub-topic, »
svitch from main to subordinate topic, s switch im sposier stance, in
spesher-haarer relationship, sad se on™ (14), and abetracts tvo common
festuces of thess envircoments: “they cpen soseching sew and currect
in the discourse context [and there 1s] some kind of svitch, or contrast
with the Lmmdiately adjacent discourse™ (14-15).
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This analysis of sov fits the data of the present study, but a
slightly different characterizaction of the use of now can be offered
Based on the motion of disclosure. In this consection it In of im-
terest that oow opens “something sev and corrent™, 1In this is
alligeed with woll, 1tke, and YK for bolng tied to & particular dis-
COUrse mosent . do not find the particle sov leaviag the present
sposher s mosent of stterasce though, of cowrse, the wswal adverdial
use of aow may do sor

(1) They sav that they were now in the deepest part of the Jungle.

Itemn tied to thelr moment of utterance say be viewed as Intru-
siong froa the private world, R, Lakaff (1974) sugpests the word
‘stance' for what such Ltens indicate; this may be clarified: iz 1s
the speaker's curvest stance tovard viat is right sow occurring or has
Jwst now eccurred or will now Immedistely occur In the conversatlon,
The tine lise of the shared world is dictated by requivesents of Curn-
taking, topic development, sequencing conventions, and the secessity
of taking time $0 say vhat may already be in mind, The (tems belng
discussnd bere, however, are not s= bound. Although placed at partice-
lar poists In the collaborative tise line, they are used and talen as
unfettered then-current reflections from the private world.

Vieved this vay oow Is an ites used By a4 speaker to Indicate thac
vhat »/be 1s now/vill nov de saying®, in viewed by the spuaker as a
‘switch' from vhat has come just before and, by comtranting viet case
before with what is sald next, Also represents & Jarger continuisy
subsuning the suitch, Tiea ot the deginning of a locture or a
seeting evokes some pre-exist situstion which (vithin the conlines
of the present procesdings) vill now de abandoned in favor of an en-
suing one. Nov s an evincivw since it has the two coincidest proper-
thes of evincives: At s tled to the speaker's sow of actusl Wterance,
and it indicates but does not specify currest cowert thinking on the
part of the speaker. This second property s reflocted 1a the fact that
%tuunn the existence of some perceived (by the speadar) dlscon-
tinutty-withinecont inuity which the speaker has in sind, but lesves it
10 the addressee to (If possible) deternine the precise nature of the

discont Inuity, 6

Consistent with this portrayal of pow its prisary wse (s to in-
dicote 'This beloogs now'. Other mspects of the use of the item arise
from vhat lssuing an evincive vith this basic use fsplicaten ia par-
ticular comversational contexts, Since sposkers say things purpose~
fully, somcome v would indicate 'This belomgs sow' would mormally
only 40 s in sitvartiosa In Wiich 1o s0 Indicate would sdverce that
speaker’s communticative purposes. Preswmably, then, pov--1f ‘This be-
lengs sow' vere Lts basic use-~would only b safd 4f it mettered,

Conatder the separate slesents of use fsolated by Schiffrin:

1. It sooathing nev. To Indicate 'This belomgs nov' In-
Pliss that vhag 5::!-.. requires a disjunctive preface; since the speak-
er is bringing up the foct that vhat happens next beloags next, the
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wppropristencas of bringing it wp next is brought inte question, If
the prafaced ites {s not obhviouwsly sosething that belomgs mext, it will
e “new',

2. It opens mE’ current., This follows from the eviacive
status of now: 1Cs wee i related to the mow of the current speaker's
current utterance, the now In vhich the sequentially seat item of czalk
in about to ocowr,

discourse. vilows (2] ACL THRAL CoOperalLive o

Whould not abrpcly change to completely unrelated material in a ceon-
versation vithout providing for the reasonablensss (or the wmreason-
sbleness) of the aviteh in some wvay (e.g5. M Lssulng the . Or
R e aat coaplets cheng: Chs wounl con
1cally p or an and cosplete change, the wsual con~
vestion 18 in order: what (s safd should de related somehow to foregoing
materianl (vhich ts, roughly, Grice's Maxis of Relevance); and L1) (froe
the fact that the speaker navertholess has some reasom to utter ‘This
belongs mow', The continuity is preswmed, and the discontinuity-within-
costinuity is provided for by sow iteelf. The saterial nov Introdeces
is Soth presuned relevant (8 comtribution of 8 covperstive speaker)
and isplicated to be discont inuoes with preceding material. As Schriffris
points out, the contexts In vhich this (tew receives 1ts Interpretation
=ay 5S¢ of wvariows kisde: dlscourse, refsremtial, expressive. The parti-
cular discontisuity s sonething the speaker fn privy to but wiich address~
wes must recomstruct , {f thay can and {f they wish, for themseolives.

6.0, | mean

The discoerwe item an In discuased st length in Goidherg
(1976, 1980); Crysta) and Davy (1975) devots two coucles pages to it.
The use of the pherase s suppested by fts literal seaning; the item
s found in repalr situations vhare It "asarks the contridetion as a modi-
fying or clarifying contimwation of the previcus (vaually the spesher's
own) comtribution” (Coldberg 1980:124<125). The functions of the ites
in particalar discourse snvivonsents say vary according te how the basic
corrective or clarifying core wse in applicable iIn the particular coatext
At band. Thus © sean “say redirect the ongoing talk by introducing
‘sodif laatfons® Vhich both correct and add to the previows costri-
butfon™ (125), or 1t say regain the floor (I51a) By wipmaling “that
the intervening tura Interrupted the speaker™ (12)), or, in utterance-
sedial positlon, "teads to repalr a prior phooological or grasmatical
wrree” (J44). The description of the item offered by Crystal and Davy
s esseatially in harsony vith Coldberg’'s. They claim

e seaning of this phrase is extracedinarily Jifficult to defline:
1t seeom to perform & varisty of sesantic functions, somse of wvhich
are sore lmportant thas others In any given instance. GCenerally

spoaking, 1ts main function is o Indicate chat the speaker wishes
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1o clarifly the seaning of bis iseedintely preceding expressicn. This
clarification may stem from & sesber of creasons and tabe a nusber
of forms (1925:90),

In the framevork of the presant study, | sesn may be regarded as
am ftem with a disciosure functice,. 1 sean appoars to be wsed to indl~
catu that vhat the speaker has said and vhat the speaker has in mind to
express are not vell satched, Or ooe might say that | sean Indicates
& noveguivalence of what is in the shared world and vhat is in the pri-
vate vorid, This is sinilar to the charactorization of ltke, but thw
ftens differ in that Jike indicates & mizor nonequivalesce, one Lhe
speaker finds walikely to result in am Isportant misunderstanding of the
intendand seaning; while [ mean (ndicates that vhat (» sald and vhat s
seant may well be substantislly nonequivalent asd, unless repalr s un~
dertaben, coold lead te sisuaderstanding, It 1s thus isportant that
I mean, but sot like, prefaces corrections,

I mean s evincive since It is tied o fts mosent of witerance
and indicates but does not ftself specify the nature of the nonequiva-
leace the speaker finda to exist Betwveen vhat s said and vhat ia»
meant. Typlcally (Bt not &8 every case) the speaker’s Intentlon Is
spelled out in vhat follows 1 mean, ?

6.4 Mind You
Mind A% & featwre of Mitish English 18 discussed In Crystal
and Davy 19%-100). They comment :

This s another phrase vhoae seaning is extresely difficult to dell-
wit, We have noted » mambor of diffarent ‘strands’ of seoning, of
vhich the most Inportamt seems 10 be the expression of soee kind
of contradiction, wvith a reduced or apologetic force. The speaker
foels the need 10 state & &ifferent or additional viewpoint fros
vhat he or other speakers hawe already exprossed, but he wishes to
€0 this vithout causing offense...0n additien, mind you 18 used to
expross the speakear's avarensss that be 1s (a) sayisg something
controversial, and s worried about the possibility of being disa-
greed vith later, or (b) saying sosething vhich he thinks 1s ob-
vious bet vhich his listeser may dispute (100),

Taking thin descripiion ot face valwe, L& weld scen that the use
of mind you parallels that of the other ftems »o foar discussed, But that
the meﬂfc funceion of this ften s to Indicate a nomequivalence of
vhat the speakar has Injected Into the shared vorld snd vhat 8/ ex-
pects may have arisen in the other wvorld as & result, The ftem s thus
aleo characterizesble as having a disclosure fumcelon in thet 1t Indie-
coates the posatbility of the topical relevance but ultimate Insignifi-
cance of material that has jwat erisen or may nov srise im the other
world, This charscterization of mind 1s intended as & provisional
and possidly incomplete one, but cne captures certain key festures
of the ftem's use,



6.5 Sort of, Kind of , And everything, And stuff, And 0 om, erc.

Sweh itess as ° and kird off) (discessed in Crystal and
Davy 1975:98-99) were ¢ above (¢ er 3) to be related in
functicn to like in Indicatiog a possidle minor sonequivalesce of vhat
is said and what is meant., The analysis of Crystal and Davy accerds
vell vith this assessment: “These phrases say b waed lmmediately be-
for asy word or phrase abowut wvhich there Is wcertainty, vagueness, of
ftdiceyncracy™, Such phrases may follow the ites (n question, of course:

(2) She vas carrying 1t In (h)er hands sort of,
Thess itoms diffar froe 1ike In not being used 10 Introduce utterences:
(3) *Sort of, 1 handed her t™e lecter of Intent.

Several items can be used wtterante~finally te Indicate that the
speaker is wot saying everything that might be said, For exasple:

{4) Be cane home last night banginig) the door an(d) everything.
[LAB-A,0)

(%) Somebody would have ta get wp at four o'clock In the sorning
14 take me ta Sooster y'know and all that stuff. [LAR-A,DG)

(6) 1 really don't think ther'd play fn any Sar or anything [LAB-A]

Thess Ltenms falrly obviously (ndicate that some contents of the privete
vorld are belong vithheld from the shared vorld hecause they would add
nothing sssontial to vhat has bees sald, or because for scow other res-
ot the spoaker chooses oL L0 sxpress thea, They therefore evince the
availsbilicy of more meterial 1a the private vorld than is presanced in
the shared world,

6.6 Interjections

Thaere appears to be & fundasental fdentity Setween mamy (Lems
referred to as Interjections and those considered discourse particles
o7 markers, BSoth represent partial Intrusions from the private world
and arise fzom the necessitiss of disclosure. %Some of thess itema,
becavse of chelr dasic use, dave sultiple discourse [wncrions commected
vith such noticos as topic development and topic chanpe, but all share
the propercy of being free, in Isterpretation Lf not alvays in place~
ment, of the "megotisted” time 1ine of shared talk, sod of ackeowledp-
ing the existence, relevance, and (most often) general tenor of undis~
closed thought, The use of several ftems firet discussed in Chapter 2
can now be fully appreclated:

1. Oh; tndicates that the spesker Bas Just mow becose svare of
sosethisg covertly sod vishes to display that this private vorld event,
the eract natvre of which 1s mot specified by ohy, has occurred,

2 indicates that the speaker has now paused to make & decis
siom or choice betwvean altematives, no one of viich 1s the correct or
accutate one (see Jases 1974); the tee ix evincive because the alterna-
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tives aod the coutse of the declision process are not displayed by oy
itsalf,

3, Ohy is sinilar in wse to welli it evinces intrespectios.

4. todicates that the speaber (s VIth thought ot the tine of
witering and desires the addressee’s attention in order to place
material o the shared world.

5. A indicates that the speaker has Just sow cowertly pleced
togethar the logic of & sitwation of seen & connection previowsly mis-
sed. The particulars of the commection seen are not dlsplayed by
walng aha fteelf,

6. Ay Indicates that the speaker has Just now thowght of some-
thing sad (inds that thisg, or Saving thosght of Lt, pleasing or sig-
niffcant (see Joanes 1974), but does sot say vhat the thing & exsctly.

J. Uh, according to James (1974), iadicates “speaker i3 hesita~
Ing Lo try to thish of the best or most accurate thing to say next, of
to remember sosething, of is reluctsat to say vhat s to fellow". She
sdds, "uh 1s very commonly wsed Wien the speaker has any wncertaingy
st all about vhat he s sayisg, or sbout whetber be Is ustog the tight
vords, or even Mout Mw his addressens are veacting to Ma" (1574:87).
The wne she asnigne to wh 1s thus pot wery specific. Apparemtly It
lils down to the molul s haviag paused (or some TeRson-~~Any TE8ROR~~
and marking this as 2 pause (rather than, say, & definitive halt).
James whivs that there are several differences detvoen wh and (he othwr
interjecticos she studied, N‘ looking at der arguments carefully coe
finds that in every case the "seaning differonce” 18 & voswit of sonw
other interjection Baving an element of meaning that & lacks, The
fLem thus appears L0 sark pauses of smapecified nature,

In evety cose, these interjections are capable of serving as
discourse particles im the secse that with tleir basic coosridbution
they can take on pacrticular dlacourse functions. Thus, for example,
ven can anvume pich a fumction 4f uttered In the proger comtext,
Consider the ub lasuved by & mensber of a large avdisnce throe sentences
into a formal Jecture by a well-known visiting scholar, Or consider
the role of ohy in 1ts use By the sase scholar wpon discovering a page
of text missing in the loctwre, Cleorly swth (tems are Inportant for
strocturing discourse.,

6.7 A Tamonowy

Trw relevance of discloswre to the analysins of the frequently
otcurring discourse particles In English converastise shoold by now be
clear. The itess discussed Include most of those found 1n large nm-
bets in the conversatfons used for this study. Becauss of this, 1t s
possidbie here to offer a centative shnted of the donain of discowrse
particies im English. This taxonomy reveals the types of disclosure
funct Sons by the most common discourse particles.
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Table & lists the disclosure relationahips relevant for the fe-
scription of ftems discussed in this study, Items listed im sach
category constitute exesplary mesbers of a set sach menber of vhich
differs froe the others In the sat bout s generally classiffable in
the wvay Indicated,

TABLE &
DISCLOSURE RELATIONSHIFS AND DISCOURSE PARTICLES

Items Genaral Disclosure Functioo
indicates:

vell, let e see, oh, P now active

uh, . F now faltering tesporarily

nind you (Br, E.) OFF but SoF

1ike, wsort off), sTp

S

I _sean, ther s Pés

aha, ah, oh , man, hey  somethisg has arisen i P

y'hknov, y'ses check: O, doesn't 12?7
an stuff, 9_0:1 ner

F = Private world
$ = Bhared vorld
0 = Other world

The relatiocahips not eccurring In this tasonesy can, In soe
cases, be expressed through circumlocetions, Bet the existence of
common routine items for expreasing certals relationships and not
others probably reflects the prevaiiing dynamics of conversations. [t
is not surprising, for inatssce, that there aAre no fteas for sarking
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that something has scddecly arfisen in the other world, To clalm the
exiatence of undisclosed thought in the other vorld s ripe vith po~
tentially disastrows Iaplicatores ('you are predictadle-—~you wind is an
open book') The offense ocowrs snough to have names: putting words in
sosecne's south, second guessing.

6.8 Comcluniom

The probles of disclosure arises vithin the geoeral commenicst ive
purposs of speech. The probles arises becavse coaversanis are
engaged In & complex form of bebavior In which some of vhat oecurs is
dieplayed as occurring by being placed in view In the shared worle,
vhile thoughts may remaln undlsclosed. Speshers frequently call stien~
tlom, for reasons varying vith thelr communicative alinms, to wvhat s oc~-
curring beneath the 'visible' surface of & conversation. The disclo~
sure problies 1s thar vhat 18 cOVEIT By L0 soae extent and for somw
resson be relevant to vhat 1s not, Im this study the fumction of ftems
uswally called discourse particles snd Intetjections has been examined,
It was found that sach such ftem has & cote war related to disclosure
and, bosed on that cote une, & variety of secondary functlions depending
om specific conversational contexts,

Lach of the 1teme discunsed i used, generally syesking, 0 re-
late vhat 1s covert to vhat is overt In cogoing canversat ional behave
far. The relatiosabips fovolved dere have bean descrided Inm tarms of
three "vorlida': the one known to the speaker alooe, that kscwn to the
addrassee (#)¥ alooe, #od che wvorld known to Soth. The disclosure prob-
lem may 1= individual cases involve the incoogruity Setwees vhat ia
shared and what 1s private, the iavisibilicy of the other vorld te the
speaker, the inccogruity betwwan vhat s preswsmod to be in the other
world asd vhat s In the private one, and 80 an.

The particles discussed in this stody differ in the ways in vhich
they reapond to the general probles of disclosure, Like Is & response
(0 the nonequivalence of vhat s shared sad vhat s privately intended;
well indicates Iin the shared world thas consléeration s occwrring in
the private world; YEb tesponds to the rmed of speakers to e sssured
of the equivalance of the private and othar werlds in sose crweial
respects with regard to vhat 1s baing sald. Several other discourse
itoma may o9 characterised o similar vays, sod, In [acr, 1t appears
that discliosure say be relevant to the description of alscst all dis-
course particies and many of the (tems tradicionally referred to
Interfections.,

The program of this study has been to Isolate & core use for sach
discourse particle conmsidered and then exsnine the disclosure [watlons
of the entire set of such ftems,. Therefore, In contrast to earlier
studies of disclourse particlies, the enphasis here has a0t beea on
identifying muitiple discowrse functions for each ftem, but ca providing
an explanaticn for vhy sach particle is capable of serving the various
content-specific functions thar it does. The results of this atudy
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therelore contribote to oar understandisg of the general function of
digcourse particies, In that sense, the view proposed here s not an
alternative to fosctional analyses like those of Coldberg but £llymis
nates what {s correct in these other stwdies both by clarifyisg the
core use of particular Ltems and providing & geseral (rameword In which
thelr core uses can be compared,

The rossits of this study also bear Ispottantly on & banic Lasus
in semsntioni  hat of asbigulty versus vagueness (e Dwicky and Sadock
1973). Ver sach of the three discourse particles examined at Jength
aboww, It has beea posslible o find o way through the sultiple resadings
20 4 single BSanlc use, Additional readings of sach 1tes can b pre-
dicted from features of the context and corvessational lsplicetures.
This work s thus aligned with recent work (e.5. Atlas 1977, Kespeoo
1980, 1951) sugpesting that (= most cases (t (s possible to tegacd
sdditiona]l wxderstandings of s item ax dus to lack of specificlicy
rathar than o true ssbipaity.,

S0 long an conversation 1s viewed as solely 4 satter of vhat s
displayed and openly reacted to by converssats, and of background wnder-
standings they share, and of vhat 1s inferrable from thelr external
bedaviors, it resatos accessiblie to the researcher. As a working
anscaption, mout conversation studies take the shared world to be some«
hov independemt of what occurs privately in the minds of the couver-
sants. This sethodological tack (s not only comvenient but han o pos
erful logic to reccomend ft--after all, individusl coaversants, in
Choosing what they vill 40 and say sext, attend 1o VAt they and theilr
cosconveraants have said aod dcne. Exasination of discourse particles,
such s wll, 1ihe and y'%00w, however, points wp the fact that each
individual particigant i{n 3 comversatlon Iu avare that sose thoughts ate
not disclosed and of the fact that conversants enter saterial selective~
Iy in the shared world. Although the private and other voclds are
essantially tnacceasible to the nosgarcicipsat obsarver, their sxis-
tence camnot be ignored-<particularly sisce spealers themselves often
acknovledge to each ather, in a2 numder of ways, the existence and in-
portance of thalr own unexptensed thinking.




‘lt is isteresting, though probably sot very frultfol, to ask
how the addressee 1s o know whether Mis or her understand ing satchas
the inte=t of the speaker.

20! course, mach 4s left unsaid in conversation in gencral, but
this 1» sot Indicated by most of the ftems we wie In talk,

’» the reader will have gatbered alteady. the cooversational

"now" is 0ot 4 single point In time; 1t has dissnsics ané can <ontsin,
ot least, n vhole utiterance.

‘nunrdm Ia mecessary becacde niw can he esbedled In an
utterance it intreduces:

Thete were, sow, three bears Ln that part of the forsss,

’l«m Lt 4» tied to the present speaker®s sosent of uttetante

and becacss it is used predoalnastly as an fnitlater, now engeates
(vee Chapter 2):

She thought there werw typewriters 1s Greecs at that tise.
She thought sow thare were typevriters In Crecce at that time,

Sother Ninds of lexical Lteme also require contextusl {nterpre-
tatton (for exasple, Sefccic terme) bt nat tled S0 the present
sonent of ulfernace and cansct be viewed as (ntrusicas from the private
world,

,_l__m alor occaslonally fellows the clarification it sssounces:
There were five apples In the hesker, T mean,
‘n- term ‘addresses” Mas bewn used throughout this study. It
16 not entirely acceptable, but then nelther are 'llstener', "inter-
lecutor®, ‘suditer”, *bSearer’, eta, 1In peneral I hove wsed the tern

simply to mean 'some attentive participant in a comversation other
than the current spesher’,

«113=
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