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— Heo3naueHo-0co00BI Mojeni, y SIKHX OCOOy-Aisiua HE Ha3BaHO, aje HOT0 MOXKHA
CHPUMHATHU K IIEBHE KOJIO Jtofiel: Odeparcani pe3yivmamu nopigHIOI0OMy i3 HOPMAMUGHUMU ADO
aHanizyrome y OUHAMIYL.

— Y3arajJbHeH0-0CO00BI PEYEHHS, IO BHUPAKAKOTH INMPOKI y3aralbHEHHs, 3araibHi
CYy/DKEHHs1 a00 yepe3 (popMy MHOKMHHM BHUSBJIAKOTH BIITIHOK CINBIIPAIll 13 YMTa4eM; aKTHBHI
KOHCTPYKIIT 3 PI3HUMH (pOpPMaMH JI€CIIBHAX YTBOPEHb, SKi EPEAIOTH AMHAMIKY TyMKH, TOYHO
H BIYYHO BIIATBOPIOIOTH JKHMBE MOBIIEHHA: Qdepowcani pe3yiomamu  NOPIGHIOEMO 13
HOPMAMUBHUMU AOO AHATLIZYEMO Y OUHAMIYIL.

KoHerpykuii 3 nmpeukaTuBHAME (OpPMaMu Ha -HO, -MO CTAHOBIATH CHCHUDIIHY PHCY
YKPAIHCHKOTO CHHTAKCHCY 1 (DOPMYIOTH SpO NacHBY B Cy4acCHIM yKpaiHCBKIA JITepaTypHid
MoB1. OTNO3HMIIK0 aKTHB / MAcUB MOXYTh (OPMYyBATH JIMILE MEPEXiAHI JIECIOBA, MaCHBHUMU
KOPEJIATAMH SKUX € NMPEJMKATUBHI MIACUBHI JIENPUKMETHUKM Ta MPEIUMKATUBHI pOPMHU HA -HO, -
mo. TpaauuiiHO ONO3HUIIIK aKTHB / TIACUB CTAHOBIATH 1 Mi€CHIBHI GOPMU 3 MOCTQIKCOM -cs. Y
HOBITHIX JIOCIIDKCHHSIX KOHCTPYKIUII 3 JI€CIOBAMH Ha -5 BUJIYYCHO 13 [apajIMU aKTHBHHUX-
IIACHBHUX KOHCTPYKIIA, YHACIIIOK Y0r0 BOHM ONUHHIKCS Ha KpaiiHiil nepudepii CHHTaKCHYHOT
CUCTEMH YKPaIHChKOT MOBH.

IlosiBa mmx Mozeneil y HAayKOBOMY CTWJII CIPUYMHCHA BIUIMBOM Ha HAlly MOBY
POCIHCHKOTO KHUJKHOTO MOBJICHHS. YKpaiHCBKa X JIITepaTypHa MOBa, CHOpMOBaHa Ha HApOIHIN
OCHOBI, 3/[aBHa BlI[SHaanIaCSI JMHAMI3MOM, CKOHJIEHCOBAHICTIO IYMKH, 1 IbOMY 3HaUHOKO MIPOIO
crpusuia i [PUB’S3aHICT JIO aKTHBHHMX Ji€CHiBHAX (opMm. OTOX, yKHBaHHS OUIBLIOCTI
MIACUBHUX MOJIEJIEH € BIIXUIJIEHHSM BiJ] HOPMHU JIITEPATypHOi YKpaiHChKOT1 MOBH.
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Abstract

In this study, Corpus Linguistics (CL) and Conversation Analysis (CA) is discussed as
methods of data analysis. Both CL as a quantitative tool and CA as a qualitative tool have their
own strengths and weaknesses for applied linguistics studies. So, the tenets of each view are
evaluated and the similarities and differences between them are discussed. As for the design of
this paper, firstly CL and CA areintroduced, and their advantages and disadvantages are
mentioned. Then a study which is discussed in the Discussion part is introduced. In the
discussion section initially, the similarities and differences between CL and CA are discussed.

Key words: corpus linguistics, conversation analysis, data analysis, second language

From being an approach of a few enthusiasts in 50s and 60s, corpus studies have started to
gain more and more supportersrecently (O’Keeffe &McCarthy, 2010). Today corpus studies are
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used in various areas ranging from dictionary design to formal linguistics. These areas can be
grouped under two groups: The first one is for language teaching and learning and the second
one is for contributing to academic research in language studies (Hunston, 2002).In accordance
with the focus of this assignment, the use of CL only for research in language studies will be
discussed.

Applied linguistics benefits from corpus studies a lot. Most of the formal grammar rules in
the past were described depending on intuition (Aarts, 1991). This way of studying grammar
became popular especially after Chomsky’s (1957) claim that grammar rules are abstract rational
rules independent of context. However, with the rise of corpus linguistics after 80s, researchers
like Sinclair (1991) suggested that empirical data is needed to prove the abstract rules in
grammar. As a result, corpora is used to provide objective, quantitative and empirical evidence
and it started to serve as an alternative tool for data analysis in formal linguistics.

Advantages and disadvantages of CL in Applied Linguistics studies

Today as a methodological tool CL is an established field in language studies and it provides
data to studies and its value is appreciated in the field. However in addition to its benefits, CL
also has some limitations.

Firstly CL providesdata for language studies by supplying huge amounts of examples about
a specific structure and linguists can work out how a structure is used looking at these
occurrences. In this way corpus is a really good tool for gathering data about language studies
and it provides huge amounts of data which would take a lot of time with traditional data
collection methods.

Secondly, in corpus-led language studies, comments and evaluations about language use is
not regarded as reliable evidence as they are totally subjective and it is difficult to test them
empirically (Kennedy, 1998). In this way, empirical data is at the core of CL and unlike
qualitative methods, it abstains from subjective comments or ideas in analysis. The data obtained
from corpora is statistically analyzed and concrete evidence is used. Therefore CL depends on
objective and empirical data and the data obtained from CL is scientific and it is open to
objective verification.

The third advantage of CL is that it provides holistic information about language structures.
Thanks to statistical software used in CL, frequencies and statistical informationare obtained
about certain structures in a study. For example, when a language research about the use of
quantifiers is undertaken, CL can supply frequencies ofuseand researchers can deduce some rules
about these structures. In other words, CL does not focus on single contexts, rather it gives an
overall picture of a phenomenon thus enabling researchers to have a general understanding about
the nature of that specific phenomenon. Hence these results are relevant and reliable in language
research because they are drawn out of tens of thousands of usages from real life data. In this
regardCL is really successful at large scale analysis.

The final advantage of CL is that corpora include essential information about the data it
offers. Most of the modern corpora include information about the socio-economic status,
educational background, gender or place of birth of speakers. Moreover,corpora can provide data
according to subject, field or genre. For instance, a researcher studying bilinguals can obtain data
about bilingual speakers looking at their background or a sociolinguist studying sociolinguistic
factors in language can obtain data by looking at the socio-economic status of the speakers in a
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corpus. This is anothersignificant advantage of CL because researchers can get relevant data
thanks to the information included about the speakers or subjects in a corpus.

As for the disadvantages of data analysis by CL, firstly CL is strictly quantitative and it
depends on thedescription of language via numbers and statistics. Although holistic statistics can
be valuable in language research, CL misses some of the most important components of
language: the context and structure of the talk among speakers. Language is a social
phenomenon and it is difficult to dissociate it from its context (Duranti and Goodwin, 1992).A
study done in CL can tell researchers how frequently a structure is used but it cannot tell when,
where and how it is used. This is a real challenge for those who want to use CL in qualitative
language studies.

In addition, CL disregards intuition as a tool for data gathering on the ground that it is too
subjective and it is not testable. In this respect CL has a point but in language research
competence as well as performance is significant. Studying the instances taken from natural
language performances of a speaker is a reliable method, however researchers such Nieuwland
and Martin (2012) suggest that performance does not equal to competence and studies looking at
what is inside speakers mind is also relevant and indeed it is a must for language studies.

Finally, although CL focuses on large scale analysis and it is good at giving descriptive
statistics, it is weak atoffering detailed analysis about individual users (Hunston, 2002). What
matters the most for CL is what the ‘whole’ data suggests rather than what individual speakers
do. This is of course a problem for CL because it cannot account for individual variation in
language use. CL can give information based on the background of speakers and it can make
generalizations about certain groups, though. However this is again at group level and it does not
look at individual contexts.

Conversation Analysis

Background

CA is an approach to spoken language that considers it as a means of social interaction in
contexts of everyday life (Sacks, Schegloff& Jefferson, 1974). It stemmed from the interest in
focusing language on its social functions. Initially CA’s main focus was on casual conversation
but then other situations such as institutional talk were also incorporated into CA. Today, CA is
applied in various fields such as sociology, linguistics, anthropology and psychology. CA is
especially influential in the fields interactional sociolinguistics, discourse analysis and discursive

psychology (Heritage &Clayman, 2010).

The underlying philosophy of CA is that speech in social contexts is not static. The social
contexts in which communication occurs are constantly shaped by how participants use language
and by their management of turn-taking, sequencing of acts or conversation openings and
closings (ibid). In addition, CA studies language at micro level and rather than having an initial
hypothesis, the aim is to let the data speak for itself.

Advantages and disadvantages of CA in Applied Linguistics studies

The first advantage of CA is its sensitivity to meaning and context. How turns are managed,
why language users’ language use (such as intonation, lexical choice or syntax) is adjusted to the
current communicative situation or the sequencing of events all mean something in
conversation(Fetzer, 2004). This aspect of language cannot be understood via quantitative
analysis and a qualitative method such as CA is needed to have a closer look at this aspect of
language.
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Secondly, CA offers detailed descriptions from data. This enables researchers to havea
deeper understanding about the language used in a context. Unlike quantitative methods, CA
investigates data more closely and qualitatively rather than giving some numbers and statistics
about the data. In this respect CA provides a richer and deeper understanding of research data.

Another property of CA is that it looks at data without having any prior aim. The reason for
this approach is having an open mind while doing a research. When a researcher has some prior
decision in his/her mind about his/her study, it is possible that the way s/he approaches the data
will be affected. Therefore CA suggests that researchers should let the data speak for itself
(Lerner, 2004). This allows researchers to analyze data more objectively and they can recognize
very unique properties in it.

Finally, the focus of CA is the naturally occurring language in comparison to Chomskyan
approaches that suggest studying the idealized competence of speakers (Atkinson and Heritage,
1984). Chomskyan approaches in applied linguistics field suggest that performance of speakers
is a bad image of what is inside their mind. The adjustments in language in accordance with
different contexts are seen as deviations from the norm. Therefore they suggest that the
competence of speakers should be tested context-free. However, CA assigns an important role on
natural speech because language is seen as a social phenomenon that is affected by context, prior
knowledge of speakers and power relations. Namely, CA is directed towards a more naturalistic
account of language use.

As for the disadvantages of CA, firstly and most importantly, the findings of CA cannot be
generalized to other contexts (Walsher al., 2011). Thefindings of a study in a certain context are
valid only in that specific context and theycannot be used to make assumptions about other
contexts. This is a problem for CA because most studies in science aim at not only obtaining
findings but also being able to extend those findings to other problem areas.

Another disadvantage of CA is that it can handle little data in a given study. Owing to its
nature, CA studies focus on very little data. The problem with being able to analyze little data is
that it diminishes the reliability of studies. In other words, when only a little bit of data is
analyzed in a study, there will be huge amounts of other data which may also be studied. In this
respect, the nature of CA practice prevents it from studying large enough data to obtain reliable
and generalizable data.

Discussion

As discussed above CL and CA have both strengths and weaknesses. Firstly, CL deals with
large amounts of data while CA can only deal with a small amount of data. Being able to analyze
more data enables CL to make generalizations about study results. Moreover, studying enough
data increases the validity and reliability of a study. However, despite CA’s inadequacy in terms
of the data it can analyze, CA also has some merits. CA studies only small amounts of data but it
offers a deeper understanding into the data. It also focuses on meaning and context unlike most
CL studies and this enables CA to evaluate the data much more accurately. In this respect, while
CL 1s able to analyze a big amount of data and offer more reliable and generalizable study
results, CA provides a deeper understanding into the data in a study.

With respect to the generalizability issue in the previous paragraph, CL seems to be more
advantageous. The reason is that the aim of the study asks for a generalization about a certain
group, the Turkish bilinguals. Besides in order to have a reliable study, enough amounts of data
should be analyzed. Thus, CL can both give the general picture about a phenomenon and it can
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also demonstrate it with many examples from a corpus. On the other hand, for the topics that are
really susceptible to the context in which it is used, a qualitative account may be better. In this
respect CA can give a closer account of the data and it can analyze the contexts much better.
This will be of great use because CL may possibly include many other different detailsin the data
which are not directly related to the topic in focus. In order to clearly distinguish different
phenomena, CA can offer a micro analysis which includes only the relevant examples.
Consequently, the validity of second language studies can be increased via the incorporation of
CA imto CL.

Secondly, CL can be used as a quantitative tool with statistics and the empirical data it
provides. However CA produces qualitative results and it mostly relies on the comments and
evaluations of the researcher. Generally when the term science and research is mentioned,
quantitative methods seem to be more appropriate. The reason is that their studies depend on
empirical data and processes like proposing a hypothesis and testing the hypothesis against the
data sound more objective and scientific. Howeversocial sciences may work in a different way
compared to the fields like mathematics or physics. Therefore, the fact that CL offers empirical
and measurable data does not mean that it is better in language studies. Rather the important
thing is to offer an appropriate analysis for a certain study. So, CL is more advantageous in the
research that aims at offering empirical data and more importantly it can test the hypothesis of
the study.

Next, a similarity between CL and CA is that not only CA but also CL puts an emphasis on
the use of natural and daily speech in language studies. This is in contrast to rationalist
approaches in language studies which suggest studying the competence of speakers. As
discussed in the Literature Review part, studying the performance of people is a much more
realistic and valid way in Applied Linguistics as it can be easily tested and recorded. However
depending on context, sometimes testing competence of people may also be important. But both
CL and CA cannot provide data about the competence of people. CL would be of great use when
many examples from real life are needed as it can show how the phonemon is used. This is better
than rationalist tests like grammaticality judgement tasks (GJT) because CL shows direct
evidence from how people use it but GJTs can only show what people ‘think’ about the
grammaticality of a structure. In addition, CA can also contribute by providing highly context-
specific instances and in fact, it is the context which makesmost of the interaction meaningful.
Consequently, CL and CA together favor natural data in second language studies and this is
appropriate if a naturalistic approach is sought.

Finally, one peculiar characteristics of CA compared to quantitative methods is that it looks
at the data without having any prior aim. The idea of letting the data speak for itself may enable
researchers to look beyond their hypothesis. When researchers have a hypothesis in their mind,
they may be inclined to see exaggerated links with their hypothesis and the data which results in
unreliable findings. In addition, having a prior decision may prevent researchers from seeing
some other very precious aspects of language which is not the focus of the study and researchers
lose the chance of unearthing those aspects. Quantitative methods such as CL on the other hand
first have a hypothesis and then try to verify or refute it. In this respect, CL is more appropriate
when there is a need for empirical data of many instances. Consequently, this type of a context is
challenging for CA.

Conclusion

144



As seen in both the Literature Review and Discussion part, both CL and CA have their own
advantages and disadvantages. While CL can offer a broad picture of language, with empirical
data and many examples from corpora, CA is good at providing rich details from a data in a
qualitative manner and it takes the importance of context and meaning into consideration thus
making language studies better. When considering the advantages and disadvantages of CL and
CA, it can be concluded that CL is more appropriate in quantitative studies. CL can be used to
provide the description of a phenomenon and this can be verified via empirical examples.
However, as discussed in the Discussion part, CA can also provide essential information and it
can really help increase the reliability and validity of a study through the detailed analysis of
context and meaning. Therefore it can be concluded that CL and CA should be used in a
complementary relation rather than seeingthem as two competitive and exclusive tools of data
analysis.
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YK 81 -11
Jlomakina JI.C. -
cryaentka 21 JIO rpynu
[IIK I'myxiscbkoro HITY im. O. JloBxkeHnka
HaykoBuii kepiBHHUK:
JABopsinoBa T.O. - BuKianay
[Ipodeciiino-ne1aroriyHoro KOJIemKy
I'nmyxisebkoro HITY im. O. Jloxenka

3ANNO3UYEHHS B AHTJIIACHKIA MOBI TA IX HEPEKJIAJL

VY cknani Oynb-SKOi MOBU MPHUCYTH1 HE TUIBKU CIIOKOHBIYHO PiAHI CJIOBA, a ¥ YMCIIEHHI

3aIl03WYEHHS 3 IHIKUX MOB. B onHIM MOBI iX OLIbIIE, B IHIIIM - MEHIIE, ajie BOHH € 3aBXKIU.
3ano3uyueHHs - 1€ MO3UTUBHUMN Mpoliec A MOBH. TakuM uMHOM 30aradyerbcs CIIOBHUKOBHI
3amac, 3'BJSIOTHCS HOB1 €JIEMEHTHU JJISl CIOBOTBOPY, BBOAUTHCS JIEKCHKA, 110 HAJIECKUTh TOUYHIN
TepMiHoJiorii. KilbKiCTh 3a1103u4eHb B aHTJIIHCHKIM MOB1 JOCUThH BEJIMKA B MOPIBHSAHHI 3 HIIUMHU
MOBaMH.
[limpaxyBanu, 1m0 Ha 3amoO3WYEHHS B AHIIKACHKIA MOBI mpunagae Omu3pko 70 BiACOTKIB
JIEKCHKH, a PEINTa, M0 3JIMIIUJIACS 1 CTAHOBJATh CIIOKOHBIYHO aHTJINCHKI cioBa. [IpuumHa
L[OTO KPUETHCS B ICTOPUUHOMY PO3BUTKOBI aHIIIIMCbKOT MOBU. UHCIIEHH] 1HO3EMH1 3aBOIOBaHHS
BpuTtaHChKHX OCTPOBIB, PO3BUTOK TOPTiBI, BIUIMB KYJIbTYpH KOHTHHEHTAJILHUX KpaiH - BCe L€
CIPHUSIIO TOSBI 1 3aKPIIUICHHIO 3alI03WYEHb B aHIINHCHKIN MOBI [2, ¢. 56].

Tak anrmiiickka MOBa TpuiHsiIa 0OaraTo CIiB 3 SMOHCHKOI, 1TaNIACHKOi, HIMEIBKOI,
(bpaHIy3bKO1, KHTAaCHKOI, ICTIAHCHKOT Ta HABITh MEPCHKOT MOB. AJie, JaBalWTEe MOYHEMO 3 CAMOTO
[IOYaTKY.

HemoxxnuBo 06roBoproBaT aHIJIIMCbKY MOBY, HE 3rajytoud BIUIMB J[aBHbOHOpPBE3BKOT
MOBH - MallTaOHE BIPOBAKEHHS CKAaHIMHABCHKUX CJIIB Yy MOBY, IIIO 3apa3 Bigoma sIK cTapa
anraiiiceka (Old English). I1in yac Hopmanacekoi okynariii, 6wt Hix 10000 HoBUX ciiB Oynu
BBEZICHI 1 OUTBIIICTD 3 HUX 3HAXOATHCA B €KCIUTyaTarii [4, c. 25].

Ile Taki cnoma: cake (topt), fog (Tyman), die (momeptu), happy (macnusuii), husband
(uonoBik), leg (Hora), mistake (momuika), window (BIKHO).

VY T1oif xe uac, 6arato crtapux (QpaHIy3bKHX CIIB CTaJd BBOJUTHUCS B aHTJINCBHKY
OCKUIbKM (paHIly3bKa Oylla BCTaHOBJIEHAa B SIKOCTI MOBHU cyny. BmiuB QpaHIily3pkoi jerko
BMi3HAETHCSA ChoTOMHI. 30% Jexkcuku moXoAuTh Bim (paHiy3pkoi MoBHU - liberty, justice Ha
npotusary freedom 1 fairness, a Takox aesiki npocti cioBa: machine (mamuna), garage (rapax),
terrain (penbed), collage (konax) [3, c. 86].

AHTITIIChKa BUKOPUCTOBYE Oarato CiiB, 3amo3udeHuX 3 SnoHii. Y Toil yac K OUIBIIICTh
3 HUX II03HAYAIOTh IIOCh KOHKPETHE 3 SIMOHCHKOI KYJIbTYpHU 1 CHOCOOY >KHUTTS (HampuKIa,
00HOBI MUCTELITBA), HIII 3'IBUIIMCA Yepe3 MOMYIsIpH1 OpeH Iu.
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