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’ Linguistic complexity and mode of communication

< ‘Speech is structureless’ or simpler than writteangmar (e.g. Chafe 1982) is a myth (Halliday

1987). S 4 ; )
< Wr)itten and oral texts are produced and procesifedehtly and thus exhibit a different kind of "’L'”"'T‘g adverlb|als, Sucl aimvyever, thereforg, for e)fample, 'thaars fou'nd ootSpoken
complexity: :ﬂd yvntten registers l?‘ut are primarily charactm{lsf W|f|tten reglstgrs, mainly textpooks. i
+Written language is lexically dense but grammalicaimple’ ““Discourse markers” (such a¥, well, noware “restricted primarily to spoken discourse
“+Speech is grammatically intricate but lexically rsga (2006:66).
“speech [is] processlike, intricate, with meaningiated serially” (Halliday 1987: 79-80) Castella (2004 Oralitat i escriptura. Dues cares de la complexitat Benguatge
« DMs exhibit a different behaviour depending on: «»Informal conversation includes more DMs than writtemres.
» Mode of communication (MoDjpral / written] <+ Oral expository prose [planned formal oral textiiere similar to written prose in the use of
* Planning [fragmentation / integrationjmplying possibility of revision /formality conjunctions as text connectives, but to inforneaiversation in the use of other DMs.
* Interactivity [involvement / detachment] < The variety of connectives is more reduced in geaires, but they are more polyfunctional.
“The termmode of communicatianust be understood in a wide sense: mode is nptosnhainly the «» Some DMs or functions seem to be characteristineftgpe of discourse.

medium, but the contextual factors attached tdlitélliday 1987)

General approaches to DMs in speech (vs. written texts)lopez Serena & Borreguero (2010),
\ ‘ ~ Cuenca (2013).

Relevant features: Text structure

Relevant features: DMs meaning

(a) Structures containing DMs in speech/unplanned diseoare oftertruncated-the second (c) Themeaningof DMs in speech/unplanned discourse is oftenclearly definabler it is
segment is missing or is not complete (1)#okependentthe main clause is implicit (2)-, intermediate or (semantically and pragmaticallybimous, as opposed to the main tendency in
whereas in written/planned discourse the structiemes to be continuous and complete. written/planned discourse.

(1) ANI [jo és que abans] el duia llarg no/(.. 0.59) me, it is just that before | had it long, right?
llavors si me'l volia allisar tenia que anar a la pekrigl ~ so if | wanted to have my hair straightened

(4) ANl [jo és que abans] el duia llarg no/ (.. 0.59)e, (it) is (just) that before | had it long, right

e S llavors si me'l volia allisar llavors ‘so/and’ if | wanted to have my hair straight,
=5 & clan! ac 1o Igo ‘l(aj e harr fresser , tenia que anar a la peluqueria\ | had to go to the hairdres4€0OC: 317-318)
{(??) perque cla }] . . R M G TS e oo 5 Ustedes, por primera vez en la historia, han ¢ las pensiones de nuestros pensioniBtass
NIA (... 1.16) [p(e)ro el rissat és] te(COC, 17-320)  but your hair is wavy por p! p R
o ! o v . yo anuncio aqui que yo no voy a congelar las pensionesdeelusionistas. ..
@ {?A’\‘é)j%?(:)ge;rgoia ;’llz)sr:r;ﬁé (:Igsgno T :Si?ﬂg:vtssnag%?f:hgglgx Rl For the first time in history, you have frozen the retienpension of our pensioneRues ‘well’, |
(.. 0.46) i dic me'l faré un dia\ (COC: 325-328) _ and | say I'll have it done one day ETELED e GER ] il e ifeere Hie (s G (TS p PR EE)

. i . . . Cat.llavors ‘so’: propositional (consequence) or structucantinuity- theme/rheme)? Or both?
(b) Structures containing DMs in speech/unplanned diseoaften display long distance Sp.pues'so/well’: contrast? external consequence? cortyfui

relationships:
(d) DMs in speech/unplanned discourse tend tpdigfunctional(Hansen 2008, Hummel 2012),
(3) [a] causa de_ tota la evo- -- la evoluci6 de:lsmés_ durant_ milers i milers d’anys_ (.. 0.77) doncsom queja antigame:nt_ whereas in written/planned discourse they haveeai&pfunction.

L ‘":/ielq" al= cavenes Ul (OGS “°m905;:5 de”:fz‘ée’_‘"a unes m?q“gs— s ;"”_ h“? dica":"zz unes (7)  Per nosaltres, Catalunya és una naci6, perriaispir cultura, per tradicio, una nacio diverpaural
atres_gs omgs es g |ca\.ven a sortir a cacar_ (.. 0.42npd.. 0.68) i avqrs aweq e cor.rer i aﬁen de_: ) de:_ per les aportacions de la historia més recent (eba
perseguir els animals\ i havien de llanga:r_ (.. Oes4)la llanga\ (. 0.24) no sé amb qué cacarien\ p(ejeddh havien de llancar

AR - X o N B X s For us,Catalonia isa nation because of history, culture, tradit@uliverseand, pluralistic nation
lallanga_ (.. 0.54) e:_ i havien d’aconseguir que:_1.02) matar 'animal\ tirar-I'hi a una for¢a:prapiadal i a la distancia b i T hi
apropiada\ doncs perqué:_ dongués a I'animal i es h{ar:33) perqueé si no no menjaven\ (.. 0.32) dormsls_el seu ecause of its contribution to recent history.

cervell_ es va desunvolupar_ de forma_ doncs que_dapacitat espacial_ diguem\ esta molt més desenvolupagiae a les (8) ANI com que el porto curt ara_ since it's short now...
doned (CAP, C2CA16SS) (.. 0.46)i dic me'l faré un dia\ (COC: 327-328) And, | say I'll have it done one day
Since men have been in charge of some tasks and wanoé some others,,..[+ 18 segments] i ‘and’: and, (propositional/addition) and, (structural/(sub)topic change)
their brains evolved so that men’s space ability s developed much more than womeng. 7 ~
Ve : N ( Annotation: |
Annotation: c) ‘Ambiguous’ and double marking must be allowed.

a) ‘p DM 0’ must be considered as a structural possibility.
b) Longer excerpts must be taken into consideration. Simplified paraphrases can be used
to identify the core structure.

d) Some DM can act at different levels, e.g. Cat. perd/Sp. pero ‘but’, Cat.i/Sp. y ‘and’ can
implement propositional and non-propositional meanings. The ‘one form-one function’
\principle seldom applies. Specific disambiguating criteria should be established.

Relevant features: DMs use

(e) Considering that DMs can act have propositional fions —indicating a logico-semantic relationship  (f) DMs in oral unplanned discouréequently co-occuwith other markers (Bazzanella 2001,
but also non-propositional functiorsnainly structurat, and that some DMs have a modal value Cuenca & Marin 2009, Dostie 2013, Fraser 2013).
'”d'Ca“”Q .an (mter)sgbjectlve feature . o (11) En la vida hay muchas contlngencias desfavorahiesigvienen en injusticig por tanto, debemos
= Propositional DMs in speech/unplanned (oral) dissewrerequent but not as varies in ocuf)arnos de ellas. (Debate)
written/planned discourse. The markers used tebe tihe basic ones (ex. 1, 2p8rqué, com que In life there are many unfavorable contingencies Whiecome injusticand, therefore, we must

’ i ) . T e ’ deal with them.
= Structural functions are mofequent in speech, sp. in genres in which planisrigw (9). These
functions are not generally taken into accountratrsystematically- in discourse relations taxon@mie
= Modal functions are moreequent in genres in which interactivity is moreminent(dialogue) (10).

Modal markers introducing units of talk are typigairal (e.g.buenowell’, a veure'let's see’,mira ‘look’). /;; ] RN
[ Annotation: \

e) Domains and functions tend to mix in a single marker or combination.
-Structural and modal functions should be systematically identified and classified.

Ex. (3)doncs com queso since’) i llavors (‘and then’),pero buend‘but anyway’),doncs perqué§'so
because’)perque, si nq’because otherwise'jjoncs llavorg‘so then’), de forma doncs qugso then that)

(9) E:y luego aparté/ los dias de religion/// y luego aparte ‘and then, additionally’, the days of religion
puestenias que- te mandaban religion  pues ‘well’, they made you... religion

te mandaban yo qué sé/ they made you, | don’'t know Acl hy N o A e~ dal
te mandaban buscar capitulos they made you look for chapters -A single marker can integrate tw9 (or more) unctions (e.g. és que introduces a modal cause).
para que- para aprender a man- a manejarl&arn how to use it [the Bible] (Val.Es.Co) f) DMs co-occurrences should be differentiated and systematically annotated:
(10) NIA (.. 0.72) ja en saps d'allisar ja/ do youja (‘really’) know how to straighten it, ja ‘eh’? juxtaposition [x], [y], €.8.: dONCS trememmeme COM GUeCase (5O since’)
MAM [s::\] ((mou el cap amunt i avall)) Yea...[she nods] addition [X, yl,.p €.g.: perque, si N0 e contrast (‘because otherwise’)
ANI [és queem] fa-- ((ANI esta refredada)) s que('(it) is (just) that’) I'm looking... [she has a cdld \ combination [x, y], €.8.: pero bueno yypic interruption (‘DU anyway’) )
(.. 0.61) (INH) fa molta il-lu portar-lo llis\I'm looking forward to having it straight (COC: 309%) \ /

Conclusions + Some degree of DMs specialization as for MoD caudsiied. Some are typically oral and others ai

- . . typical of written texts. ‘Oral’ markers are mordfigult to characterize and thus to annotate.
Annotation instructions should be adapted/formulatel according to the ‘XpDMS in speech tend to:
specificities of DMs in speech in a systematic an@mprehensive way 3 P :

o< i i I
«» The structure of speech is linearly intricategisi¢ally more vague and includes more repetitiom th M e (o) polyfunctl_onal and (pragmatlcal_ly) e}mbgﬂo
written discourse. <« co-occur and form different types of combinations

« Truncated/independent clauses and long distafetoreships pose a challenge to the interpretatfon * express non-propositional functions (i.e. struaftand /or modal roles). ) )
meaning and thus to annotation. Structural and modal functions and combinationstrbasorrectly identified and included in
« Intermediate or ambiguous cases (lexical vagugmrestor the function of the DMs are often found. annotation taxonomies.
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