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ABSTRACT

English -ly adverbials (LY) with epistemic modality are frequently used as
discourse markers (DM) in spoken language. In this paper, LY DM is defined
as an epistemic stance marker. The experiment for this study aims to analyze
Korean EFL learners' comprehension of LY used as a DM on the basis of the
hypothesis that they would perceive LY differently from how English native
speakers perceive them. In order to conduct the experiment, previous studies on
DMs were thoroughly examined to establish the theoretical framework. Based
on the framework, the Discourse Marker Interpretation Test (DMIT) was
designed. The research data collected through the test were analyzed using
quantitative methods. Additionally, interviews were conducted to supplement
the interpretation of the research results. The experiment mainly determined
that, unlike English native speakers, who properly interpreted LY with their
DM function, Korean EFL learners are inclined to interpret LY used as DMs
simply with their lexical meanings (the dictionary definition). Results suggest
that there is a high possibility for Korean EFL learners to commit more errors
when encountering LY DMs.

Keywords: discourse marker function, epistemic stance adverbials, epistemic
modality, hedge, -/y adverbs, Korean EFL learners
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&0l A& & Aoofl o7} St F3EA] Qo= B3t A AKdiscourse connective)
(Blakemore, 1987, 1992), Sh&-EHSIAKpragmatic particle) (Ostman, 1982), Sh&-H X
(pragmatic marker) (Brinton, 1996; Fraser, 1996), B3l 3l (discourse particle)
(Aijmer, 2002) 9] HhFet HAHCE ET]1l 9lom, Eioji= URFHo R de| AR
T3 Q= E9lER]|(discourse marker) (Fung & Carter 2007; Jucker, 1993; Lewis,
2006; Schiffrin, 1987; Schourup, 1999)2F= 80{& Aeiste] ARSI
I EA = 48R "@ole] 555 7] A% YrkaE Aoi7AlR SRk oo

wet ARl 2 R4 Blofy A oJ& (optional)D 0= AREE 4= Sl ofdf] 3t
HA= GAA Au] 7ERE As 2 A9 AYA 7] wiZel HEA A (non-
propositional) 2-2 H]Z2] %72 (non-truth-conditional)Q] £43L ZH=CKLevinson,
1983; Lewis, 2006; Schourup, 1999). T2 FHH O & G5l X|= HAof thgt 3kt
B, U, 4, AA 59 A4(epistemic) £S5 HEFE 4 AU=HI(CIM, 2011;
Gupta, 2006). Fung & Carter(2007)+= basically, actually, really, obviously,
absolutely, exactly 5-9] FARFE Aol tigt SHAke] H=E UEidl= G3l#AI= A
AlStRAEt. H|Sgt HetollA] QEEEhl} o4 =(1993)+ allegedly, apparently, certainly,
clearly, obviously, possibly, probably, surely 5= A5 -A{modal adverb)= A|A|5}
For olZE5o] A4 FEd(epistemic modality)2-& HEFHTRIL F5IA.

FE/(modality)> A Q1A|FERet 2 FFEl(deontic modality))= =4 4= Slth
(cf. Palmer, 2001). Q12|+ “TgA|(proposition)2] B+ (certainty)o]] th3t 3}A}F9]
T, A4, XA B=EE AEI71F, 2006, p. 67)° 2=, ©]25%2010)= Conrad
& Biber(2000)2} Karkkainen(2003)of w2} QJIAFENZS ZH= FARRE AR FAL
H{(epistemic stance adverbials)Z TLESIATE U= AR FAT} AAEO|A AREE=
HISZ 135S o 7L F= 2 ofu] A3} Eo] R84 7sat Ad = At
SiE "art Jkarl Ajkskar Stk

£ A= olA™ AT 43S A Fof -y FAKeISE LY)7t 'ElEA|Q] g
2 AR o] gajollA HIs] ARRELL AT, H] o] SRR S} FofekEAt
JAS GIRAR QIAH] 33 4= Qlths AL F&EoIITES olof whet, o] Hatof
SERHelst NS)eF B3l o H|==ro] SFARR1 1?1 EFL &34} (°]5F KNNS)7t
LY 93 HAE oFA olsfish=A] Yokir] floto] 2 =9 A7 ZAIE = &
o] A5}t

1) o] ¥ A] A &¥ol| §5fA] o] MY Fo] TS YolE R[5S

2) QF=3H} o] AFE(1993)= epistemic modalityo] thal QA WA 0= WAstgT).

3) YRt = “AA dojubA] LU Dol = Qe IS Ad AFel(event)” ot TAE Aolth(e]”]
7+, 2006, p. 77).

4) 291 Hi o gt Jof FEHEA] ARR FAF AHE. Park, 2017; Y. Lee, 2016; White, 2011; Y. Park,
2003y8 AW EH, HEo] SRRl §=19] @BHEA] ARgo] Hato] ShAto| Hls) AgHH ol AT
AIs gA FotE & Qi
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i) 29l BFL Shesje} eloful b4 7k o] -y 5999 QAAANALE HekiA|R
QUA3k=d] Hol7h EAfSHET

i) -y 999) QAR BAL0) FBHEA] 7152 AT F e 7k ojwt o]k
2R

£ 9= S99 o9y o] 58S Rt 3Rl EFL ShEARE tiifes AA
stolom, oYY go] 55k 582 Y4 TOEIC FAFE 7[E2 = StAThAAIRE
e 321 IX).

B 70 ol2x ErkE 7251 Aslel WA BEHEA 75 L AAAK| A
izt 71& Aol tisf =eljttt. olojA wl=mdAt P EEX/*1 COCA(Corpus of
Contemporary American English)?} SOAP(Corpus of American Soap Operas)2]
o] zwE &-8olo] GIIHEA|GNA HARR|(Discourse Marker Interpretation Test,
DMITYE A3t e Aalsich, oo 448 Amo) 574 242 o) 49
234 s

2. 0|27 7
2.1. g93tEA 9 g
Levinson(1983: 87-88)2] Hal3Alo| thet 27| WS AmEHA thaat At

“ot Wslel A8 |5t Atolo] BAE HAIGHE H2 ot Qlok wske] JHAloA
AREE but, therefore, in conclusion, to the contrary, still, however, anyway, well,
besides, actually, all in all, so, after all 5] 71 dfo|t}. o]2{3t o= ¥tz oz A
2744 =opo] ARHe .. ofu] R4 1 Ao AL XS el ojw
o8 sfe] Qo] g Hh, H SIS Urhli Ao Bl

Schiffrin(1982, 1987, 1998)2 H3tHA7} A3 Uslel S8 U3} AtoloA HIE
34 (coherence) YA FHE01FE 34 )& (sequentially dependence)S A A
o7 T4 x| FARCE FEEA] 2 A @3] FA|(boundaries of talkyE HA|

5) 384 o] S5k GREAY $EL V1% olglt B S4S o e S sield 220 gol
SSAETRE 3909 o42] o] SRl B 98T |tk Ee ¥ Aol 4 AR DMIT 2L
U3 23} 31917 Qo] SAt PRIl thi Relsh glgl] the] DMIT 490 2 St
gl 99 o9l Jo] BAe Avtigom Aysdrk
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stk AlRtskIth. Schourup(1999)2 ol2i3t P A2/ (connectivity)2] 7l
o7 HAsiltt. T AE4dE AU (inter-utterance) Y/l 7|05tz tHEA
Q1 GRHA| S0 = AQISHHA], o]ZEo] WA g SHoll= & 7104E S 971
| 2o]] ¥]2]2] 2 A4 (non-truth-conditionality)} ¢ 2]4](optionality)2 grojstctal B
k.

A o]2(Relevance Theory)2] £ QoA HSIHEA|E 415t Blakemore(1987,
1992):= J170] UYehi= 224 4= <lsf 92ke] #=d/dol| Aleko] 7Isixictar AlRkst
At &, GeAPE B uE AUA] g2 A EEle] We-2 Rte] 2 2&sh
7] $1l AREEITh= Alolot. o|ufje] H3lEA= 094 &2 FAA(representational) 2]
HE A YA 22 A Wsle] 71 d2 S ofBA 2R thet AA 2 e dat
A(procedural) 0[RS XA HT}o)

thZo = A3 dalet $3) ol Alojolx| |3le] HAE HAISH: SAlol F U3le]
SRS SRR AdsiEal Qs "@REAIY] Bt ol A EAL o (1)2] of courses)
= FHY YulE = HEAR}E A FRtEAIR AREEQIH o] A burd
G508 ARESh= AR A8 Wale] tigh th2o] JhS Z2FAIXITH Ajjmer, 2013).

(1) Then there might possibly be an interaction, but all the time, of course, he’d
dominate it with his grasp of the thing and if we were able to come up
with anything, if he took hold of it, then he’d elaborate it in his own
particular way. (Ajjmer, 2013, p. 95)

SelEA|= ESF o EAATL HuEs 57 AZE 84 9 At 9] tge=
AT 4 Q= AAIE B (face-threatening acts, FTAs)E 42HA]7]= A F L3}
A|(face-threat mitigator)2] F&rS 43S+ (Brinton, 1996; Jucker, 1993). oJ|& (2b)2]
well Q750 thgt Ad dolo] oAl tha} AriAte] AH &4 Hosk] 9o ARGRE
HIHEAR E 4 Qlth

(2) a. can I just see them
b. um well I'm not allowed to to do that (Jucker, 1993, p. 444)

(3) a. Easy to get caught up in it.
b. Totally. Totally. It's our nature. And I'm trying to work against that.
(COCA_SPOKE: CNN_KING)

6) Fraser(1999)014 #91-8519-3.
7) Ajimer(2013)= English-Swedish Parallel Corpus (Altenberg & Aijemer 2000)Z25-E 53t of course©]|
o5t A3-0] 2 definitely, obviously, certainly, surely, probably 5 A|AISFTE.
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O ATQO0LE WABL A7] Yol W A=A L FLATIE B 280l
B 50E AW £42 Hasktel A/t AYErky Steleks, A4 g AR
Y7 B 5 ek et vt ek 39| DMITONH Blst ol (3b)e) Totalp.
Totally= THRA A1) TARIE AlFsl7] A AgHigel T S2AIRI Aof gt A
o] A £ Psjelel oEw A8E o B 4 9o

t}29] T 12 Brinton(1996)2] 9714 YikElel @A 7158 AHelst Aok

a%E] g7 HIAE WT(textual mode)Q] HSHEAZ ©E1E S7Y Qe AR
whSolFe] Ruizt Bistel ALgSls BRIl dlojolck. T, hiel kAl Tl
X =(interpersonal mode)Z SFALR} 2} 710 B% 9 U7t Ad, siAo] B U B}
Y, EF 2, A A 5 AR 1] 44E A Brinton2 HIREAQ] 71

¥ 1. B93l#A 7% (Brinton, 1996, pp. 37-38)
93EA 715 5

a ©3} AF 2 FZ (to initiate or close discourse)

b WAE FE(E 7)01E7]) & E7] (to acquiring or relinquish the floor)

c WAH A (to serve a filler or delaying tactic used to hold the floor)

N2 SHZ A3 32 FE2A SHA| A3 (to indicate a new topic or a partial shift
4 In topic)

o]A SHAIZ A7) (the resumption of an earlier topic)

e AR 32 JIA-H HA| (to denote new or old information)

&2 92 BA] B2 PAER tist =S B35 B4 Y (to mark sequential
f dependence; to constrain the relevance of one clause to the preceding clause by making
explicit the conversational implicatures relating the two clause)

g SPYA (to repair one’s own or others’ discourse)

Agpusie] qet 9% L UhS, B L] thdt i (to express a response,
reaction or attitude towards the preceding or the following discourse)

UL (to express back-channel signals of continued attention)

FA HAIE 9t A (hedge to express speaker tentativeness)

>3 712 &9l (to confirm shared assumptions)

o|a] #¥ (to express understanding)

#9l 94 (to request confirmation)

rl-N

= HH 32 A §A (to express deference, or save face)
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S} tokslA] EREAL 5o] she] 9skEA7 ¢l 7150 ofd ol 7|5
o=z FEHo] Yehd & Qtks & FE5F3tHpp. 36-39).

22. -y Ak A e

B0 TR gl LYE JefHozt: B Bl W] HulAl 4 7} el
A= 7iEre TR EALE(Quirk, Greenbaum, Leech, & Svartvik, 1985), A -89
QRS TlAA) OFe A WAl cigk SHlge] et sie] W, A4, 1A 5o
S vhleh QUSRS ZHIT Ik o} SF0I0KE ol} B HALE AR
A (stance adverbials)® kO™, Conrad & Biber(2000), Karkkainen(2003)] =k
ZAAIFARE 14 (epistemic), Bi=(attitude), 2EtU(style)' 2] Al FHPL= EFIUTT
A WA 7R AP ot HA o et A/ ESAA, AA, AP Bt
SIAF] H7E el = AR certainly, definitely, apparently, probably)Z, £119]
Aol LY7F o] F@ell sigetth. = HA 132 ‘Hik'= Aol tgt skt
A A 71 TS Yetlls FAKC]: surprisingly, astonishingly, curiously)o]™, 1}
A} AEHY 9P FHIF AYEE= P2 (manner)S UERE AR honestly,
frankly, confidently)Z 23T}, EAI(2018)2 o]efdt AX|EALS 3|<|(hedge)? I
dog HIt S|, “gHtElE BA] 2] ghofl et At 7]ojo] do] B
12 71012 WakehA) Eask o] Hislol AR Slo] STi(Hyland, 1998, p.
oz, “sat ARRle] WAL Y 52 Teislo] A4S et SelE (rEHo
2) 2EEIRN, =49, 2012, p. 246)"5F7] s AREShe EEOITH

oo 2704 =95t &S Fod Ertd, & AolA A ok= LY &
3E 932 gl AR vhEolFv] Bulal Telslo] AMgsi: dolol, AHsIY
U5} © o) b5} 2 B Aol 710] AflH ABAE-S Frrhe Hold HalE
2)9] AAER 7153} 4454 7|52 ZH=TH(Brinton, 1996). T3}, HA|Q] 2140
gt Sxie] BE g bl QAo g Aehs Holx Bio] o] LYS

QAR TR 5 I

8) Wl W =follAf ‘Fef g oll thafl Aol chet SRS B2 st itk A, 2001; B4 3], 2018;
A3} 7213], 2009; ©]713, 2006 5).

9) Biber et al.(1999)2 3l|A] L 7 StAH(boosters)S 914] 7| E.A|(epistemic stance markers)2}1 A5} =
o), 0|23t 2lo] Q4L SN (EE 94l), BAA(actuality), EH(precision), 34|/ (limitation)2] 7
TE At
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3, AF HH4H
3.1. GotEA A AAA] AZ

AAS AePshr1ol A LY HolAo] tigt olsies SAY 4 Y= HIHAS
A HAMA|(Discourse Marker Interpretation Test, DMIT) S Z]X—. ot kA AEHE
9o], Bl BAPHOR W4 o] ohd YSHEA: F2 Lyt Helslo] Hut
o AAS EAFTKSchiffrin, 1987). Tty £ OWOML ool E Al
COCAE ol8dte] E43} Eg2or 28 LY B $251|919 List 7150
SRES} HEES F8ol] & 32 ANS Syslolh AAlolo] B AR BE
v ALLZ ATFOR, Tl U3 4L LYLS Bl 99 2

Ae 7o, Ha WEs 52 AHol9lth COCAGA AuE B2E % 2 Qo)A
TR Qe QAAXEAle] Sgeks LY BEuke 2ol A4 12 107, 74l
2 1270, AA0] 32 1177} ek, el A He) BAlel FEsle] et Ly
‘absolutely, exactly, definitely, totally, certainly, obviously, clearly, apparently’ <5
8712 DMITO| AR AHidolz 2 Z2AsAH:

2= oW # 19] EFI0E 7|Nte® DMIT 22 & AR HolEA]9] AlF2R]

715= |= FE%F Aol
¥ 2. 93184 75 B 4 AR B W
s} _
e golEA 715 B

A13) Bslo] oSt Ej: [attitude towards the preceding discourse]
eg., A: Let’s get back because she’ll never get home.
B: Well, actually we don’t have that much more.
(Schiffrin, 1987, p. 114)

A1) dslo] it 3¢ 2 ¥hS [attitude towards the following discourse]
eg., A: Are you from Philadelphia?
Q2 B: Well 1 grew up uh out in the suburbs. And then I lived for about seven
years up in upstate New York.
(Schiffrin, 1987, p. 106)

10) Brinton(1996)] 716 & % 2 7HE thedt 22 o|fE & 29 7|5 E&Fol ZIA7IA dolch ®
1 a9 ‘g5 A1ZP2 bo] HAW Y3k fARE WA ALGHT e AHE T TR FAE
do] ‘M2-g 9}Xﬂi Asp, o)A A Z AL} QAVSI. QA 230 A AbwE H QR0 fo %X} o] 24
j:hA] 9l i9] AH ]% R Eo] IElEA o YASIT Y Yukzol £4o7 B 2 9t upx|uto

=, i9 =l J‘lﬂ"’ ‘TR 2R Z2 WHOoE ARG H
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% 2. A%
o)
e gtEA 75 25
F2 HA|/F||A] [expressing tentativeness, hedging]
03 eg., A: Cheers, Phil. All right, I'll have to start on it at lunch time.
B: Yeah, whatever.
(H733], 2016, p. 151 AA-E)
(A) 3HA| A2 [topic shift]
04 eg., I don't think we can go tomorrow. It's David's birthday. Incidentally, when is your
birthday?
(Fraser, 1996, p. 187)
() S| AN [the resumption of an earlier topic]
eg., A: we didn't wrap up for you
Q5 B: Oh incidentally, you know about Malcolm putting his dislocating
shoulder.
(Stenstrom, 1994, p. 160)
gl dE/UAE AlZ [initiator, interjector, turn-taking]
Q6 eg., A: I am fine
B: Okay. hh, do you have Marina's telephone number?
(A733], 2016, p. 136 AA-Z)
gl SR/ EAL0] [a filler, delaying-tactic, turnholder]
07 eg., Oh, Ben, when he walked into the door--of course, you know, he had to have the
- he had to go to the hospital with Shawn.
(4733, 2016, p. 165)
=35} 272 [closer, turn-transition device]
Q8 eg., He sends his regards actually.
(Fung & Carter, 2007, p. 413)
Z2 9 Q4 [acknowledgement, showing deference]
Q eg., A: We are totally different bands.
B: Totally.
(K. Suh, 2011, p. 175)
AL [back-channel]
eg., A: We had reached the point of thinking that we weren't going to be able to reach
010 a policy decision and so we.
B: That’s right.
A: must tell these guys that we'll carry on...
(Stenstrom, 1994, p. 37)
24 714 gl [confirm shared assumptions]
1l eg., But sometimes I can't get my breath, I have difficultly in breathing. I am not as
young as I was, of course, and you've got to have some ailment.
(Aijmer, 2013, p. 97)
95l A4 [repair one’s or others’discourse, self-correction]
eg., Then there might possibly be an interaction, but all the time, of course, he’d dominate
Q12 it with his grasp of the thing and if we were able to come up with anything, if he
took hold of it, then he’d elaborate it in his own particular way.
(Aijmer, 2013, p. 95)
390 Language Research 56-3 (2020) 383-405 / o9&} - 44



o2, & 29 5% YSiE LY LA Sl RS dush) A
COCA®H SOAPY| o] ElAES wsigon, & 1283k02 T4 o]
9A) ol BB TG A4S Shash] gl Aol BT ol Ba
E2 714 glo] 2831900, ¥} Bhg SRS 18] do o] SRpnelA] AAA)

4238 2 Iyt

ToeE Wl ©—

ol E 3 DMIT £3] aXjo]ct. LYz} 2 - ojdiel|z 70| glom, £
wA LYE Hgfa}o} SRj0) ol T HEs) Hol AE 47 Altky ®ololN 12
o} E3L ZF £ ofgfjoll ARe &4, 9, FAE AAHch 1 3004 U3k rotally
& i, St 9ot 528 oleste] A8 A0 £ 4 9k webd 474
H7] % 1¥(Maysa wants to wrap up her talk)o] AgOo=g 74} Zds|t.

E 3. DMIT &3 A

Q8.

Maysa: You know, people in my family really said you got to keep going. And basically, what
I did - just God kept sending me opportunities, like, lifelines almost. And the industry
kept sending me these little ropes to tie knots with, you know. And I would just go from
one rope to the next. Something inside of me, in my DNA, whatever, would not let me
give up, totally.

Michel: Let’s hear a little bit more from “Quiet Fire.” This is the song, again, that's earned you
your Grammy nomination.

1. Maysa wants to wrap up her talk.

2. Maysa wants to get Michel's attention.

3. Maysa wants to maintain her turn to talk.

4. Maysa wants to change the subject of their conversation.

Date 2014 (140109)

Title Singer Maysa On Applying To Home Depot And Earning A Grammy Nomination
Source (COCA) SPOK: Tell Me More 11:00 AM EST

upREre s, B AolA LER lTlii} Y, 2F 52 ARdell J4dsk] fsl
KNNS 473 vj= gof moj Q}X}( I3l ANS) 17, & 5782 Hdez o] dd
AAIBIRITE12) ofu ol THE HY %’% 478 3 Hevto e 1 Age] A4
I=E &Y & AU

o}

11) Qlojst vt 3hg] £\,
12) o] YA B Age] Folsln siet.
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32. 49 A

ut
o2

3.2.1. AR}

A7 Fol A1, 4, Fol 34 AF, 4§ oA/ Fol), Fol 57
(TOEIC %4 8/1|57 Yolal) 5] v 248 Tejsto] Qo] mof 31} 20
3} 115 o] Ho] B4t 20, % A0S AT I 4 A WA 4RE QoK
Zolet.

B 4. A w@2 JE 29F

T2 =3 S 84 9ol &Y A A& 71F A M
} TOEIC ]

Shu] sk =]

KNNS  fjstdl= EFL 7518507 20t} Ktfstw 5:5 209

ANS )= N/A Aojal 20t} Ktjstm 5:5 20

KNNSO] 4174 7122 cheat det. 3, A Zo| 24 o] sl vzt 7iztel
A Holt 9 4 glon ATk 200)2 ARtk A, Aol T2 HSHER
A8l A Aol Teiste] ArIS 552 ek A, 8RS A B
HE7E BRE 3 15H49.75H)E Bal] o] S917 ol SRt el Hefshe
Zo] Folu|g Ao etste], FAFALIFOI8HAH Rl TORICOIA L3t ofst 4
(7509 o1 851 Flthe BE3E AR Holshes Tk

X 5. KNNSO| TOEIC d<4 B3

34 b Bt He A4 34 = w4
g 10 828.5 770 850 28.7
of 10 813 785 850 19.7

A 20 820.75 770 850 25.8

I 5°] KNNSQ] A4 TOEIC <+ B E ATEH A4 770, 214 85002

13) YFEQUIHT AHNF01N] P2k Bl AToIA] ol WE GSHEA A ol Fol7} glrks
Q7 237} k. ol YRHOT H. Lee00E)NHE 4ol e WokEA] AHg ol o3t 2}
o7t MAA QUTHE AT AUS AN

14) ¥ TOEIC 919804 AAIst 20184 7]% 9] TOEIC B A4 6763olh. wehy 59l
TOEIC 4 BAAE HASL, B9l 9@ 1 o] Aol AL FuE giste] 48 2ol A4
ofst 45 7508 ol4F 851 vigko Awss.
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2917 olo] o] 5HEE M Aow MolEglon], o5e] BEEAL 2582
a1 WA} 2k ol S2e] Ko7t FA) ekt WA, BR3 BAAFIAY H4
7} Higssfeleke ESLo|u BEL} 22 o] s59] 84 8910 ol Aolat
ol U4 74 % /] WhEo] 4 Sl Folg SIEIHEFL) A2 & AF]
ol A2 AT, ANS| 49 1] 22jo] o] wo] sz A Yol 442
Algkeict. A7l A8 @ AAIX) Aol nlar ool dg A2l COCAS SOAP
2 0183192 B ohjel, Jo] UBHE AMg o] 2 EFEe] ufe} golgt & 9]

Holck. QlojAL AoIdt A, A, A% 71Be Al WA AT A
Alkstsict.

322 dol8 44 9 24

B ASL 1212 20199 10 29EE 1497FK] 9k 257F 221215 2020 9¥ 21
FE 99 2697HA oF 1Y%l A A=2] Kefiskal eAjoflA HAISHIT KNSet
ANS9] 5= 77} 2010 2 F 407g0] = Aol Zofsioitt. Adlof| A85= AR
wjgiulet oRzte] Ajolsh QAR o 20~308 HEv} 2R EIRT. S B 54
H tloj¥ £4 IBM SPSS ver 22.0Z ©]&5tith. HAMA] A Z3ol gt S5
A0S 7o g EPHE AX(Independent  ttest)T} 71| Al A7 (Chi-square
testy ABIGOR, B AR} BE §A 418 4L p<0058 T1E0R sk
F7bo, A% Az det e mesl gsto] A8 T ae] oxe Mt
AL} wste] RS Vi QIERE AAlSIIT

i AY 23 9 ko

d

41. 94 714 3=

KNNSeF ANS 7+ LY ©elEA] o]sf 52l9] 2jolg Yot 7| Qs F+ mFA}F Ak
Tl FHE 7IEO0RE ttestE HAISIAUTE B4 23, & 604 He AT} 2ol
ANSE 85.78+10.87, KNNSE= 60.76+9.400 2 EA A Q0] £3& Holyw o}
(p<.000).
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q¥4 FE N ®@  EEEd ‘ pvalue

) ANS 20 85.780 10.872

=3 -7.783 .000
KNNS 20 60.765 9.402

theoE, T gee] WA o S WA BAR Ak ANSS] o s 7] 43
171 6%, 271 47, 3711 4%, 4711 2791 Hhsfl, KNNS<= 37} 3%, 471 678, 571 675, 67H
4, T} 108 FAHOR ROlr(p<000). WA T 7oA BRI 2 Uk

7. A AA E9 i AR

o AFTE
AA Xp) p-value
KNNS ANS
e 0 4
0 4
=G A& =% 0.0% 100.0%
vz 0 6
1 6
EAAEF % 0.0% 100.0%
iz 0 4
2 4
EAd AL F % 0.0% 100.0%
HT 3 4
25 3 7
aA Ed AL E % 429% 57.1%
== 27,143 .000
N4 4 HE 6 2 o
EAAEF % 75.0% 25.0%
vz 6 0
5 6
EAME T % 100.0% 0.0%
HT 4 0
6 4
EA NS F % 100.0% 0.0%
v 1 0
7 1
B A5 2% 100.0% 0.0%

opFer, 7 Ao A £ T4 & A E4 ] Al HEOIM EF SAA
9] BE(p<0.05)°] &I a19] - 7Hdo] A=t
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4.2. A% A3 oy

4150 4% B3 R S0k % G0 il 3 299 1 098 2
sl 4 2} Queitsslo] diet el), Qe(ERIA 9S), QIR $14)),
Q1205 FA)olA Fomlgt A = (< .05)01 Flzshabsi=

4.2.1. QI(A3] U35t st e, attitude towards the preceding discourse)

Q19 st ANSQ] & HIT = 291d| HIsl] KNNSQ] o v 122 &= 9]
TARHO] FAH0E Golulet ol BT (p=0002). TAHE I sollA] Felet
% olnt

B 8. Qlof ok wAabgt 23

23 neA 2 .
g He g HAE AA Xp)
e KNNS ANS
Hx 12 2 14
g YR FE % 60.0% 10% 35.0%
A4 % 30.0% 5.0% 35.0% 10.989
Q1 (.002)
v 8 18 26
g I8 +E % 40.0% 90.0% 65.0%
AA % 20.0% 45.0% 65.0%

QIO A LI Exacly= ALt S APsh= Ao Higt 449 H=S Y
BT Q= EREAR, 11 A% WS ARy th3at Aok “Its always synonymous,
love and hatred. It's so weird. The ones that most likely we don't understand are
different than us. Exactly. So we just need to come together and understand the
differences in each of us politically, socially and spiritually. (A8} $Q+= AAY
Sololgluet. 2 olstz. Sel7t 7Hg olslsi BT A B ASL Lo}t

ASUUTT Exaaty. 124 Sl o 34 AXA, Af8lE, Aldow 9o 2]

£ HS2 A= olslisior dunth)” WY Evadly= APEs), S sk A0
st S}RL9] QA1 =& YEh+= 4W(The speaker agrees with the idea that we
usually hate what we don't understand. SE= -2 o]3f51#] Eof= AS H-

Aofsiths A324e] Folgtet)o] Adelet. 1Lt KNNSS] %8 60%°] OH%O}% 12

16) %= 1] F=.

Language Research 56-3 (2020) 383-405 / olf1&}- 4% 395



go] 1H(The speaker wants to keep his opinion about differences. SFX= X}o]o]
gt 19 9AS A ittt JEe= Al o= 1S A=t
KNNS2} QIE| oA, thFE LYE ©eo] &, Jsitt= 419 ARA ou]= 74
g2 5ot Piokal AS W ExaalyS] AHA FOjE AEEH, SAHE
FIAFAING] 7§, I @t 2ol ‘a. 3] 52 A9 A= AEs] 23,
b. g T W8S ERISHAY sttt tige & AR e =R siAstal Qirh AYJE
22| FRAFA)Q] Ft=o] TeEo|e gl (S)ellAet Zo] ‘a. &S], b. F, c. BoPE,
Az (5)9] EEolet FAFsI.

(4) a. Used to emphasize the accuracy of a figure or description.
b. Used as a reply to confirm or agree with what has just been said.

(5) a. 3]
b. &

c. (SFgTAIH) Shok.

ChA] 28, KNNSE 91X 2 UolE Euahol di3] 43l0] /g2 E3 o9
FAGA | iRt FARHR] Qjuj7t ofd, oj$]9] T FROJA Eus ARIA &,
A vz SiAS AlmRto = A1Y Wele] Ao FoRith: U8 2] 3%
S FHgo= 1E Holth19

4.2.2. Q6(LAH &E, initiator, interjector, turn-taking)

Q69] 7%, ANSQ| @& Hlri= 2914 ¥ KNNSQ| o¢ Hlr: 1302 & gt
7+ EAA LR Folnlet Alo|E HItH(p=0.001). KNNSO| 739 FHo= H7| 2/,
3¢, 492 1127 HEste] 65%°] w2 LEES HUAT, ANSO| QHE2 10%C]
ENFcE AR E 994 BRI 4= 9t

Q6209] Y88 A HH Madonna:= TowllyS 5 W HHESIo] dolg 52 Al
gh S]] ZA1L] LS ofofzitt. WA 2ol A et A APl WAEIE ARG}
sl el T TIEEAAY SHAT = BE AA G2 AUAEISL 2 &
QUTHOIHE, 2001). o]t g IS i, Q64 Madonna’l H3Ist Torally.
Totally= King®| & A7 Ao tish Ad £4S Aslobaa dF9 & 701

17) https://www.lexico.com/en/english

18) https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english-korean
19) &% AEF W& [F5 2] F=.

20) [F= 1] 3=

396 Language Research 56-3 (2020) 383-405 / o9&} - 44



X 9. Q60 tigt wAtgk A3}

23 T W EAlE 04 P2 Wi ,
1] 71 A
"% e 9 HAE s ANS d X
HE 13 2 15
g O FE % 65.0% 10.0% 37.5%
A4 % 32.5% 5.0% 37.5% 12.907
Q6 (.001)
HE 7 18 16
g o84 FE % 35.0% 90.0% 62.6%
A % 17.5% 45.0% 62.5%

715 A&=gt 7] 1'H Madonna tries to interject King's talk.(Madonna®= King®] o}k
ol 7lojE71E Akl Ao kg Aot

4.2.3. Q7(LAH A, a filler, delaying-tactic, turnholder)

I 1094 B= A3} o], Q79 st ANSY .9‘3 Hz = 2019 "5 KNNSS
oG HIEE 112 A7 olu]sihp=0.001). B3 AS AwEd, ANSO| o
HEO aw]A LA 45 Y= tk= H 7] 2H(Cliton wants to maintain his
tum to talk )& Yo Aeiat Az Ao 2 KNNSE el 1] 2918 o]
2t B7] 19, 3§, 481 1 =A AEsigint. ol2gt & njFo] £ ufj, KNNS7}
s LYe] BehER) 7158 W] wefsiA] %3k 4 Qlcke He 1A 4 Sk
AAZ KNNS Ogote] Qlei Ao, 239 oJ=g Az sfefsh a4
T (1WBHOR) g 2L WIS BT o] 1Y B

E 10. Q70 thet Ak 23

=% v o gAE AN 4| X2(p)
pika R KNNS ANS -
HT 11 2 13
ot IR TE % 55.0% 10.0% 32.5%
AA % 27.5% 5.0% 32.5% 12.333
Q7 (.002)
HE 9 18 27
i O/ FE % 45.0% 90.0% 67.5%
AA % 22.5% 45.0% 67.5%

Language Research 56-3 (2020) 383-405 / olf1&}- 4% 397



A2 (6)°IA SRRz A4} on F ol o]ojd o]F] =<1 hatchway”7} H7A] HR =]
oly

Okt Q7] W&o AXAl on} A} hatchway AFC|Q] FH1-S- well O|L} you know?}
2o ISl HAZ -1 ek Jucker(1993, p. 448)= ol GlHA] 7|52 “A|A
. _

o]

}X](delay device)” -2 “dFolH 84 AX|(floor-holding device)’ & AH519=d],
A3t A= ofF UAES FHol AA Arh= Ak HE e
(6) on on di.. well on di.. you know on di.. hatchway there.

(Jucker, 1993, p. 447 A218)

Q700X Clearly. Clearly.2] 215 U3} Wk A EH A8 Ui} 33§ W3} Alo]o
A Eat BejElo] g3le] BAE HAloks Aol F Wsle] Ol £AtH o R Fof
= Aol Al (6)2] well O} you know AE AL AH419] WA E [-A|SFLAL
olst gelajolct. weba] 2410 HlAS RS Uitk HY| 24o] HHo.
2 7 Hdsi

4.2.4. Q12(&3} AA, repair one’s or others’ dicourse)

I 11914 B A}t Zo] Q120] thgt KNNS] Qg WL 12910]H, ANSO] 9%
Hes 302 A /9 52 EAHp=0.008).

E 11. Q120] et Al 23

03] oA 2 )
e HlE 9 HAE NS Jres A X2
vz 12 3 15
og AR TE % 60.0% 15.0% 37.5%
AA % 30.0% 7.5% 37.5% 8.640
Q12
Fl= 8 17 17 (.008)
g gL TR % 40.0% 85.0% 62.5%
AR % 20.0% 42.5% 62.5%

Q12209] Y82 A H ¥ David”} I do think we have to raise taxes on the top
1 percent. I think we have to have a big tax reform that raises revenue. And here...

(& 1%00A] FEEA] Ale2 QVslior Syt Alg sl diHiAll Al A

21 [#5 1] &=
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Sfof Utk 1241 of7]o]l.. )2k 4= tttk tha} AtiAIR] Jimo] But that's raising
taxes, t00.(SHAITF IAE AlgE A4sh= Zlotth)etal ¥HESEAL, David7}l Right.
Exactly.2}11 23I5t 215 But¥} M7 you have got to raise revenue across more than
just the rich.(TL2{y ©X] FARSOIAIA A& QVshes A oldolofof jitth)ehke o
Y] W8S ololdoEA A et W82 7 gsieiti2). weha] 2/¥(David wants
to rectify Jim's remark. David= JimQ] ©l-S Hl27|E Astch)o| 71 A4&sH
Jgolct. 224 KNNSS| thiiE-2 David:= Jime] ¥lo] Mo Fofsitl= B
3¥(David totally agrees with what Jim said.)S FJHo 2 AEs}9ct Q129 LYY=
Q13 5YUSE Exacly.oltt. 5, QIoJAAH A=l sidck= KNNS= E3}#A4]9|
HZ RO ERvb= ARE on] iAS Algho 24 A3 Wsle] Mo 59
= 8o B7|E AEOoE IE Aol

o

N
pe=]

28 9 Ad

2 e Fol by 73 HAAFTAE FEAA ST AEA FZsk o=
JollA Sjef7t et BIgAIAR] o] &4 Ad LY "eliAl= o] /g4 24
oAl ZAZA| | Hiet AA= g EAFE QukE AU, ofet v ok
HollA gA1E 2T wAste] gAol tigt SRkl Bi=E #E3] e = IA
ol T E o Qo 23l oJAH LY7F FelEAIR HINIS] ARSI QAT
=Rl EFL sf52PF 11 9184 7hs& 23] AP | ofete = ke ol F53t
et ol wet LY H9f#A] oJsieE 4T 4 9= DMITE Al45to] KNNS2}
ANSE tdoz A ARSIt Ao =8 ARE d £ S 7Iee=
SHRE TR A & e 7 A4 oF S0l gt wxHEAS AAlstGitt F
A Aol 22 SAIA 7ol o] Bjlgel wE, F Ade] A 2l oidt 2
o ARSI AARRITE 24 23 QL Q6, Q7, Q12914 Feju|et EA
Fo] ERlEglon, o Heof tigt ZAS ZHsl] flsf rAeo= 7 QIE R
£ At 11 23 LY S "9EA|9) 752 A5 AT ANSeR= Hix
2oz /<ol KNNS7FLY H9lHAIE BAIAQ WiE 54, = ARIESl Qnis
530 shdstele B340l e Aol ERJAHAH:
I 2 Ado] 7] Ier A BE =7] IdollA FEE = e o,
=9 E9], FA9H B2 24 47T AEEA okt o9k 2 A At

™

ol o

22) Aijemr(2013) JAAAAFARTL buttt A W I 75 7H HSRAR 12E 4 gloH,
but}e] A2 AFPAslo] gt iz IS AT S

23) QEHOA 2FS TE KNNS9 tlfEo] Exacly7} Ad AFAZHQ 9ujE B3 S 45Jct=
27k 9E o AdEE e [R5 2] &

24) Hansen(1997)2 ©3lE A7} & 9429t IAglo] T4 S5HAY 22 99 E Bty #4619t =
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B85} 918) DMIT 2g014] LYS B - o]zl 5 mlojzr]2 2 Qlo] 43
FEeA7) 7HAIafslel TRsEOL, Okt el SEAE, B3 49 Byl Uit
o Bt Shte] s AAsA 2o EoIths A%he VT E5 A4
£0] 47h thh S8 YThe Mol Aol AuE Uuiskss 2o Felvt U2
% gleks o] 2 ee] GAelet. J2t ofefet WA= Bk Fol 4y 33
QUAASAL BEHEA R AL 4 Itk AT T Ak Aol AR Slst
e HolH £ 479 ojolg 22 4 Uk Uopt B ko] I tat S04
A2 TRt ST B0R T8 54 ohiA 470 m80] B 4 Q1 Hlet
v, S} EFL 8 S0 LY 9ohix) 752 488 283 4 g Aol

5] e 7o,
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2 1] S3LEAFA AAA] B3] 9B

B HEO & Aotk 7H A - o WAREAOA BAA f9] 22 HQl Y] E3HQ],
Q6, Q7, Q12)& AAIEH Aot}

= galolx] g7 BAE olBYR| HES LSt Sxte] oz AbY Asht
A= AZ HI1E I=AL.
& In all following dialogues, choose the most appropriate for the speaker’s
intention in uttering 7y (bold, italic).

Ql.

We feel love for our religion, our country, and then we have hatred toward another country
or another religion, and then we go and fight. It’s always synonymous, love and hatred. It’s
so weird. The ones that most likely we don't understand are different than us. Exactly. So we
just need to come together and understand the differences in each of us politically, socially and
spiritually.

1. The speaker wants to keep his opinion about differences.

2. The speaker seems to hate the ones that are different from him.

3. The speaker suggests that we should hate the ones different from us.

4. The speaker agrees with the idea that we usually hate what we don't understand.

Date 2016 (160311)
Title HOT TOPICS

Text Source (COCA) SPOK: THE VIEW 11:04 AM EST
Q6.

King: Do you do it about others?
Madonna: I'm sure I'm guilty of it, you know. I'd like to say, you know, I do find myself.
I hear a little bit of a snippet of gossip about someone and then they go, “oh really?” and then
I go I'm doing that. I'm doing that. That’s not good.

King: Easy to get caught up in it.
Madonna: Totally. Totally. 1t’s our nature. And I'm trying to work against that. So...

King: You also became a kind of a marketer, didn't you? I mean, you knew how to...
Madonna: Meaning?

King: ... merchandise yourself. You promoted yourself well.
1. Madonna tries to interject King's talk.
2. Madonna disagrees with what King said.
3. Madonna wants to change the subject of their conversation.
4. Madonna wants to return to the previous subject of conversation.

Date 2002 (20021019)
Title Encore Presentation: Interview With Madonna
Source (COCA) SPOK: CNN_King
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Q7

Sawyer: Is President Milosevic a war criminal?
Clinton: Some of the things that have been done there plainly violate international law. Clearly.

Clearly. The question of whether he is a war criminal depends upon what he ordered
or what he knew about that he could have stopped under the Nuremberg Rules. I
certainly think that should be investigated.

Saywer: And you'll press hard for it.
Clinton: T will.
Sawyer: And sitting here on the eve of the inauguration, what does the man who will assume

the 42nd presidency feel about the man who had the 41st?

1. Clinton wants to get sawyer's attention.

2. Cliton wants to maintain his turn to talk.

3. Clinton wants to switch to a new subject of the conversation
4. Clinton wants to return to the previous subject of conversation.

Date 1993 (19930114)
Title The Clintons; Terminal Condition
Source (COCA) SPOK: ABC_Primetime
Q12.
Jim: And, David, the Republicans said in response to what Mark just repeated that the

Jim:

David:

David:

president said, that's class warfare. That's unfair.

Yes. And, here, I think they're wrong. I do think we have to raise taxes on the top
1 percent. I think we have to have a big tax reform that raises revenue. And here...
But that's raising taxes, too.

Right. Exactly. But you have got to raise revenue across more than just the rich. We
have got to raise it on the rich to some degree, but you have got.. there's just.. as
I said, there's just not enough. And so you're going to have.. what you have to do
is do what Bowles-Simpson suggested, which is lower the rates and broaden the base
and close those loopholes. I think the Bowles-Simpson plan on tax reform had the
right plan.

1. David wants to get Jim's attention.

2. David wants to rectify Jim's remark.

3. David completely agrees with what Jim said.

4. David wants to change the subject of their conversation.

Date
Title

Source

404

2011 (110415)
PBS News Hour For April 15, 2011
(COCA) SPOK: PBS_NewsHour
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(%% 2] A5 WY 9%

EREC £ 0074 - oF TARA B4 §9 552 Bl ¥ £HQ,
Q6, Q7, QL2014 2TL e NEASE thtos AN AL |ae aokt
Aolet.

(1) Q18] Aoz By 1¥H-E A3t o]9r) F91917192
- 7120 A o] Ald Eglak= v §golgt AYE mfelshr 7| o3HYA AR
A9l ou|g2 Agog It tE EA L giFFor 184 E97] wEo] Q1&
ofiz} thE E3% wol] £ A Ptk

“Exactly’7} 7} oJu]7} ‘git}, Agksicyol7] wjio] 2pAle] 24 QAT
fgel 190] 9hx) e A 29k

() - Q62| HELez H7| 2or 3/49HS AHI olf7t F3WR?

=AM 23] EA4) -JE AAE oordt 4= glojA I 2¥E EFth

- o] BA= Yo|wr} o A At} s} ‘Tota_lly Totally. & I3}t S0 ths}e]
2% vtk ol 5] e Agos A

- It’s our nature. And I'm trying to work against that. So...7} QoA L& tfs}o]
FAAL B3 1A ol FAR A7NSH = Q=& ‘Totally. Totally.' &
olgicharl A 4v1S AHoE AT

(3) Q79 FFOE B7] Lor 3/4HE MeF 097t Foar
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