How Well Does Well Work in Conversation?
——A Unified Approach *

b o

I

BTEDEHN RS EOE AT, EF s BEe, hiniie
DHEA TG EREERE & LT, THIEE (interjection) ) & Tz 4 0
NEF SRS, FlarE, “Ah” “Oh” “Uh-huh” % &k, BE Hohonod
AR i T T, R A R L L v B A RSO R E
FTEECTED, L, ThE# WoffEiASyL Lbxivior,
SEAFEOFCE, RIMRCECSL s, Shitic, 556 - #K
BEE - HEMFhOACE TR, TORHERE LI 2w v AT
EMTHE-I, LnLidis, Mzl

(1) Welll I’d never have believed it!
{®) Do you remember John Smith?—Well, he’s become a teacher,

RED L IFIE, MROZELEND, BITINREPEE L TRE R
Fh DTHES Y, EEICEBRND X5k, IEFEO “a natural ejaculation
expressive of some feeling or emotion, used or viewd as a Part of
Speech” (O .E. D) 5 EHEETCidTainiEd 52 5 LinTE
Ve DIz, ETNRECEEOPT, EETHELCFT0Th, /%
WmEBT I —ooR YR THEHR ) L UToFloBiEs, ©o+8Ek,
SRS L vbl, RO cBELEFoOMREOER R REDo0H D,
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ARTL, BEOBFATOMEBEIL LT, ToBMNE LA Iho0
%6wwnmﬁbf,%@ﬁﬁﬁ%?@@m.ﬁéi%@khlbﬁékﬁ
FLELTOEERE L) vniie T, - OB B R OV S AR B8 /e
E%&D,ibﬁééhh#ﬁ&@@f@ﬁﬁz%%?au

il

EETH, well LS EFOLORME TS, 55, Fhic b
FRATFESZHEL TR 2 EEL L5,

T, well Wb s FIFE EORELSTH —MET bR DB, well i3,
EoMFEOBEND, BER BT UTHEREL Y D SRS RAT
THEDA, L WHo0), @0k T, O0BEE. RESgL
TWBZLiEnbd, EHMNCIEERERSD 2 LA TESN, QoBs
2 BRI ORESM L, O, A hEEI Y- T, &
AT HBEAIREI AT & A, M2, “hesitator,”? “utterance-initiator,”?
“initiator,” “connective™ 7X@ ML, ThER, well OFTHHEED
—REHLAELTE LT, ¥i, “particle” Cixp % hinthirT¥5 L2
L5 Dz, BT, XWERBLD LA THEL B ET S
D & 1L.C, Schiffrin (1987) @ “discourse marker™® Lo EBZ TS
rlida,

Wi, ROz ELABETFRELTWSZ LT 52, well m355k - 1
PRSI b ), BEEESLTABED LML LS bhT
W EWD ZERIRIGTE X . Flail, WRoREN AR LT
2k,

{38} l—used to express satisfaction +with what has been said or done
2a-used to express assent or resignation
Zb-used to express surprise and expostulation and often reduplicated

3—used to indicate resumption of a thread of discourse or to
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introduce a remark (Webster’'s Third New International

Dictionary)

{4) Employed without construction to introduce a remark or slatement,
sometimes implying that the speaker or writer accepts a situation,
etc, already expressed or indicated, or desires to qualify this in some
way, but frequently used merely as a preliminary or resumptive

word (OLE. D)

EVHEZNAGE L BRTWEY, FhBEhET A, AiFEL well oFKE
FHLLTZ 0 ChH D, #HE well OMECHM LD THB D, well
DAERPRLT WA LR W, ohd, well RB—OATH» bz
Ehinv o EEFRTHEEL Y .

ool L LT, well 2R 4T 5 ERmCoMREE L bRS,
BEOSFETE, FEBFEFCHEAL L3N 58 well OF—WEHE L LT,
%%®Hxﬁm,§%.%??%K&#LTbkﬁﬁm,ﬁ%?~f%%@
FEFORIT LRI -TH LA ERZHEDSIT T b b, il
E%Q%i%ﬁx%#g%ﬁimk@ﬁ®ﬁfmb%@ﬁthTLﬁof
VB BB REERE B,

Enii, well D WHEMTSHS I LR RTHE S LG AFEERCEREL
FEOBROBETOH LS LEITL 2 LATE LM FlaE, 4F (1989)
Tk, well CRIGETBREBEEL T, RO X5 d ORFEIR TS,

B TEdk (Bho, B2 (Fd) HLHBI

Fezth, [(Eh R, 2z (CHhE)l
Fas (GRhid), [22TEEd, 5—AXTHhill
Mok, [5—Ad&ih ETL

Frehe, [FhXFhnsLT, S TERTL
FEdhedmnd, [TREd bhohthll

TERe, [k, 2]
¥l (Fotaxhig), [(Fn (G50, A EH]LE



How Well Does Well Work in Conversation? 285

cORAREOREND—ERLLLBE LRI, wel oL ol =2
7 v AOERERFRTLHOELOMAELR S, TIRCIE Uil o
EENDEFBR L BRI DOTES THS S,

Eokse, well @b offit OFES L W IRARIERC L T, ©0
EE - oA LT, M bR h OB UETES T Ll
BTH D,

I

Eificur, well ©FRE LT, EfEMEC XS TORBEIRER ML D
& 4 7Ol O FBEFHE X 5L O ERRSE RIS S, B
BB ERMEIR S Im o WTEELTRS,

e, ARGEECH LT, AR R TafiE i AT A 55 RS
DML L, CHEAFERCE M Fh, CRTEe T, Tofn
FEEaw, HREoBEBEoFoRs LEBECERT 5,

LED

() Well! 1 never expected to see you here.

() Well, did you ever! Mary’s finally marrying Dave after all!

A
(%) John kicked ...well ...the bucket. (literal meaning)

{5) Samson would refuse to sing ... wel! ... any popular songs.

i In that house ...well ... there used to live a mad scientist. **

i) When I thought about it at all T thought, well, maybe if I can’t

get pregnant by Brooks I can by someone else.
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2 And he locked—well, goofy.

{9 He’s just the—well, he is the representative for the firm.

LA

{9 *Janet might wait for me for ten minutes, well,

el NMARRRAERURGEWIEHE, RT3 L 5, well 2i—i%
B H A BB R O RS e R S TP B o tsin Vo B R 4 o i,
HEOEBIIIIE TR G EWSEHEALHEITE L5,

CWiE, BADR AT O EDOIHEHNREFSTHREL S,

CRESLED
9 Well, we went out on these trips and caught lobsters off the edge
of the Continental shelf,

08 Well, it shouldn’t be too exciting, but it will he fascinating.

<CEERASC &
{9 Well, did Harry capture the aarvark?

(% Well, why isn’t the garbage out?

o
19 Well, spill it, man.

09 Well, get the hell out of my way then.

SR S &5
@) Well, of all the goddamned nonsense!

¢ Well! said Mrs. McGillicuddy., Well! Words failed her.

BEo@rabBlenil sk, BE40s 4 707 LotEERACE LT
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B, oERS L, TR0 BN A% REXOWThoBEITE
Wi d, well WEiEES, chiz, well BENTOGEHAEL S - TL
N Z ERTRELTOAEMA S,

GEC, LEOTHATO well OBFENHRUEHGRIEEEEE LT
ER ZhETTRATSRORE G TR b, well DEEENEYSE
FEREVHIR7e K mow-Tik, L O RERBEE SO LA TOEEANE &
TtaTl b,

TATCRA- X aw, Webster 08 O.E D, OFEHTIL, TiEir well @
EEREC, HET well ofEESr Y THERTVWE, AR, h
Bk, HERRL T, L DEAE SRR - BREEA LIRS ONEE Ly,
b, HEOVSATENT ELFLEEFCLII iz —va v
S ARG, well ¥ EETALENS L,

EITHROME L LT, well it 200BiENHD = L HEHIAT
D% —oit, REOFEHT, —BAEARED, BfTREEOSMLE
Lw—Fi# b OH#Eo0lR T b oFT “frame” MR LEETCHD, £ 5
=ik, BITREFLOBELR VT, FOREHNEYHELED, BELE
B LA b, EBIRE~ORTRN @ X 237 “qualifier” M5 HRE
THb, Tiud, HlaE HREOBMBEII - EE LN b, MENTE
2 ehich, REIREILILES o, MEFORSHHATFOH
EHef 5 BhobsBan LOTERR L L TAVBRAD, H5 L
FHIs - B - fed b S Off& e s EE L T5,

FRCi, “frame” bt “qualifier” OB{EGIR@REIZATLAL T LICL X
5, Carlson (1984} i1, “frame” oO¥iE%, (1) b B L (opening), (2)
4T (transitional), {(3) #@» < ¢ b (closing) 14533 T, B LT5 P

<EIhmLy
3 The sound of the motor died away. When it was quite gone,
Patton said, “Well, I guess we better go back to the office and do
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some telephoning.”

9 “Suppose you just tell me the story of your life.” “Well ...” she
said with a nervous laugh, “I am thirty-six years old. I was an

only child. ”

TFofci, eiEEcA s (preparatory move), (HILEEE %
- (topie shift), @WEEYTTER T 72 % (turn taking) i,
FhFEh, wel 2AAHGBERTWES,

BT
9 “You Water Gage?” “This is Mister Gage speaking. ” “Well,
Mister Gage, I understand you're in the market for some jewellery. *

{preparatory move)

29 “Can you remember any other little things about Mr. Hosmer
Angel?” “Well, and what happened when Mr. Windibank, your
step-father, returned to France?™ (topic shift)

“The bridge gave me a sovereign, and [ mean to wear it on my
ge g g

watch chain in memory of the occasion.” “This is a very unex-

pected turn of affairs,” said I.  “And what then?” “Well, I found

my plans very seriously menaced.” (turn taking)

DL D
b “Well, T guess there’s nothing in all this to help me. But you
can see why ] had to talk to you. [ guess I can give you the

money now.”

&g *“Ifs too bad about my diary,” she said, “Well, thank you very
much and I hope I haven’t wasted your time.” “Well, I hope you'll

find it, I'm sure,” said the other woman obligingly.

¥7-, Carlson (1984) 3, “qualifier” DORE L LT, IBEOH ZELE
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EOBET, (DEM—E2BE @FofnR (a. % (teplies), b. 3
5% (arguments), c.3TIF (corrections), d. = . v b (comments), e.kX
T (exclamations), f.ZEEDORE (topic suggestions)) HH LTV 520
LT, #EobhofrRETieEES L,

EM—F18

i “So that you think we've got to accept what he says?” “Well,”
said Huish, “Sir Reginald seems to have accepted it, and I don't
suppose there’s anything would get past him.”

B0 “What does this Flack look like?” “Well,” she said, “he’s a little
squatly number, with a bit of moustache. A sort of chunky type.
Thickset like, only not tall.”

SCgoriifakil))

89 “That girl’'s mental,” said Frances. “Sometimes I really think she
is!” “Well, T know she is.” (replies)

#3 “You know, do you not, that we have made every effort to locate

her?” “Weil, T'm telling you that we have.” {arguments)

8 “Funny, isn’t it?” The voice was very, very cold now. “Welil,

not really.” I agreed and drank the rest of my drink. (corrections)

§3 “How about something to eat? Want to have a litile bite?” Rob
shook his head. “Well, I reckon you're tired.” (comments)

86 “If you want to pick lead out of your belly, get in my way.”
“Well, well,” 1 said, “a tough guy.” (exclamations)

&) “Now think what would happen if you were stabbing down with
a thing like that?” “Well, what would happen?” (topic suggestions)

Carlson (1984) @43iris, well OB BT oREED B LS X,
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FREPNEMLUTEELEEX T Cwa o, TAFMETESI0THD,
$i, “qualifier” » LT oo aiTefE Ll WEoMEHM %L
TWEFOMOEENS ST TR B D HFIcERE Ui BT, well o737
BashBRESWEEL IS L LTS HRET s efiTat 0l L 2.
-1, HEEENTHAE S LT L, well 2 &b H— LicTicis
A LT RENRTTLEORBEL I ETHED M

WEITE, YT is L eoBor0BEE B CH S oAl
L OREH A, well DEREYEBERNL, b2 ofid Shiic—H b
HEIDPEBREHLTALC LITT D,

v

AZERRETT T A fdicit, Grice (1975) @45 TEEEO AR 23 )T
WhEELbRE, well 0fEOB G, LUK CoREOHERE
FTwvD EEL BRB, AT, well iy < 0 20ERMNERN SR
HLTALZ &1L X5,

%5, Lakoff (1973) 2%FCV 2 EER 175 well (Rt “quali-
fier”) OERCELT, SRELLAVEEYRETS v BEDE—8L
& TEifolpl oFo, bbbl BH#EE] OB EZRE LTARE
5o

Lakoff (1973) wihid, (1) BEEOELZNEZHLRTWEBE, @ 3k
BHHRTWAERES L% LI EKRT, BM~o&L vk U Cwinvwigs
wix, well AT T5 X0 B RRTAI LR TELVELT, ¥ RO
Ol 2 Tuwb,

6% What time is 1t?
— Well, I just told Bill that it was noon.
— Well, the sun just came up.
—*Well, three o’clock.
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—*Well, don’t worry, ‘Star Trek’ won’t be on for 45 minutes.
—*Well, none of your business.

—*Well, it’s three o’clock, so you can’t eat dinner vet.

THEHOIEECE VT, (1) & 2 0&4HAINRT, 3FB»0L6ER
DIEENIEL L s, —F, TEFoRAL @R LTWS 2ERRS 1 &
B&Z%HQWEKQLTH,mmﬁhme4&V5ﬁ@§mbf,%@
TR L L5 L LT3, LaLieath, Lakoff (1973) M4 %
RSB E R OERTETES 3%, i, Hines (1977 ¢ & 4 i8HL
Tn L5, ® Fad, T4EOBERERHG s bh O CHEL * o rR
R DT 0, REFLOBEARME - TV b, BHMAES TS
EeS I3 EA RS, RO XS IEEL AN TS,

&% What time is it?
—Well, four o’clock.

0¥ b, Lakoff (1973) »IRE L7 “insufficiency” &\~ 3 21152 hic
P&, e, TREOKAL 2EB AR TURWESTHES 0D,
HeigfEr Lot 2 k5,

BEOQOML, YHhd, TEFEOFAL ¥EF L, Lok, dndk
by ELEOHT TR L - TRDBFEWAGI 2 BB 25 T, ks
FItabash, —~EoREEEfoTw20RrMATHESE, T2, &Y
IR Eo—ECRBEE RSN, 20, WENSEI2T288 00 2,
well MAFETESL EE LD EHIEMRIIT 5 42 @72, “indirectness” L s
SEswEATLL LT TS,

@ “indirectness” LG HMEAR L T, Hlzd, BERoHITIA:o
EARKE s, Buni iz il I EENARREYSETARSRY
well S LS TWCEASRS 5HEL 5 ELHATE LS, o h, —§
T, WERRFOHLAINEERMY® You want to come? A%k 5 7o BEHEGA
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HEnkrn, FARTRE IR NOELPHRE YRS 2 FELROEN

ORHEABE LIS BREMTOE 2 X b, wh-ERS®+ yesno EEMI

o T ER, well OERBELSTERE L SR TWDNT
Fio, OWIEVT,

@ “As soon as who sees us?” said the correspondent.
“The crew,” said the cook. “(Well, ) houses of refuge don’t have

crews,” said the correspondent.

3L, well 2iffE T il BEN = 20 TEDEXRSUS
OIMBER] VI RTR, BEH b EFBES L LTRERBCH
BELCWAEEAETLE 5k, =oTh, well 2, —MOTEEBRD
BWILY e v XS By RioL, MBoEEEEENLTVS, F
Wiz T, BEEEOREESERLTWBEET I S LRTELS,
Lzcir, TRE-RRE - -FD B - -Th-wrb) REXOBEFOR
AR EREREEAET, hY 3, “qualifier” &BIEEOHEE L OBEEY
BTEt-bibThst, well Oob 5 —~Ho@EECHL, BFOORELL
CORFEIE BT “frame” LEEMOMER o BEECKEV-TY, AED
LEMELATES Y,

Wy, HohledoAis T,

a) Ok (*Well), by the way ...

49 Well (*Oh), once upon a time ...

Murray (1979) 7% well & oh &t k- T, FHHIhA-EELEAT
Lot well DT, HLWEEYEATHOIIT och &R THD LFERHLT
WA S Eab LISk X 5, ® “rame” & Lo well 11, HTXIRE
DY S SBRERE LMD, RELETIRBI0THLE, ~0
TRELIE, YhbhrbExrd, EoSRETTCEE LW @
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FHoTwD, 2% b, “qualifier” & LTo well 11, £TXROEHEE e
LHMOTHEETHEAVHDRERS, FKEMN 00— ¥ (cohesion)
FRTHEFTLTW L DiE L, “frame” X LT well 1, FoBIE+2
EGUCARBMES, BCHioh B 5\ G E D 2R LT w5 108%
o,

Fi, chbHchkBTAB®ELT Fhhind, EALoYRES
T a v =HABIEMAIhTws 05 C ERERLATREE S, o0
HFHL, 232 —v2 vOBASLE LT Wb, EEofihok
TOREORIATRTLOTHE B, KT, ALBLu3 = A0SR
LTWBBEHmECTIR, €O TAT A= 2=y —va v
(interpersonal communication) |2 “C#h % L F & 555, well ¥\ 5 discourse
marker A5+ 5 2 LG, £FEOBEEAYSLEERFLIS SR LA
Bhd, TO—FT, HKloTRERD LI HELHEAER -8
ALTwE LGS AT, b BTHr5 2L, MEAHZ I.=r—
% 5 v (intrapersonal communication) | DHEKIZEd BLAAh T2 L
BhcLmTELS,

ok, EELOMEFEAINLCGE, bW 5, #Bposied
well BRAVERS D EWSEENLLIHEIR LS,

@3 He waited, scowling back along the narrow moonlight lawn
towards the street. O.K. So it was like that well, twentybucks

was worth a ride in the moonlight anyway.

44 Replacing the cigar, he slapped his right palm against his thigh
and said half aloud: “Well, T’ll be sixty tomorrow.”

AT, -, “frame” L LT o well & “qualifier” X LT ® well
FEO B, WMEESETIRE DM BAOBEEERFHL TIRWVAEA, #l
FL BB ASEY S olcw, TR 2 L 02 B 0 BEN BT T,
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WUCHEXIEDE O THHET, TOMEEOESIEFECLHL
bhb o B, ¥i HEE BAXIROTRYZC, RSN
A Thh v REY S CCBEHE FEEL VI ETIE FiEZELDD
B EELBhAC EEEELL,

oy, BEORENEWSHEAY, 2 nxr v VOFLWAIEER
b RS, Mo 0RENEREL AR HFELOL BEOBG N EH
Hicds ¢, FOBERT, THARZ .=y =y v) BEECELTD
FiELEL bhD, —F, WECHES, Wb, Tl el
iRy, HE, BBHAEREL S Eddind, HLEWRT, [#
Az i anr—vav) WBEBCACEELE5THSL D,

Chbon EBHELTHERLTASE, KDI5ELHTHDH,

49 interpersonal

[1‘ame>(:9\
free {rom — dependent en
1elevance K€/< relevance
qualifier

intrapersonal

CoETE, die “frame” & “qualifier” SE L - T AN, WEL
B b, BRTER VIS EB D ERRLT WD, R, t0LX3
v, FiEAERAEORCESL X LTS R 21, Svartvik (1980)
DRO LS REEL—FT D C EREH L ORI B,

4 The two major functions should ...be seen as places in a spect-
rum, ranging from the qualifying functions of polite disagreement,
qualified refusal, reinforcement, modification and indirect, partial

answers to delaying tactics and the framing functions,
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v

FRTE, FORELoSEErtfEEIRD X, Eo LIAT
IR ERhAoy well OFEHEELARYT, 2T, Eohodhv- LoR
SEEEHL, . EoSNEAPE L 0 x4 SO L oRRMEAEYHAS
Z-gy discourse marker * LT olin, L LT, XHOTE (A5
Wik, BEE R, CROMEY wBhe s b, IRICThEMARERN
BEhicinwic, BAor 170N bHETEZLLEVET, Thiolas
<, well ZERERSERHOFHREE TR TRV e L,

Yoo, BEERAUSER B LTk, Carlson (1984) it - ¢, “frame” »
“qualifier” V5 2o KL THE LT,

2 hie, well Oof—@EAE VA2 D ¢ o7, Grice (1975) @ &0
Bl oo TEGEM: Subfldr bo—fbbRL, RT3k E oERE
DREED, “frame” & “gualifier” Zv-53 @M EoBECRBEL TV T L,
Fiz, well OffE ko TR T h 2 BEoThE T 5 BE Loz,
MAARI= S 2=t g v b TAAR= I 2 =8 =g v ~OFFE
OBfTOBERTHD, 0 MAAN= I 2=y -3 v ~OELoBED
¥ T, “frame” L “qualifier” >\ 5B EoER MR L T VATl
Bz ERFEB LI, EhE, TALEENBEIZIhLNEERBZEOLOT
i, Erbhdo T, MEFORFELETL L TRLS

SHEBRINALFEE LT, well SRFEHOEE LR T OWRE oL
BldEFR : 0BHEO— LAY oBETRA 0 R RETL O IANET
b, Fl, BEShiEoF—-s% MBI hiy F-2 L LTxFk
ThHlE, EEORFETECET T HERYRETTI LI EHTRES
., AhE, HENLATLL —g—07oasoEEILTw2 R
o, beo b A ERLBEA b, Owen (1981)% o F 5 TEEER
D units] DHEMCFE T, FBROBEY KT WELLELLThEx bR
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WTHAS B,

FE

*  RRRLENAE A AR b AeEAS (19919F6 B 1 0 - BEEIAE) oy
T, Does Well Work Well in Conversation?| » i L TfTw im HIERFET,
I - BERXE LS OTHS, MA, Ban%Hielibh, NEARREIEEE
- AR AEOERIF ALY, B, ERCAYELT, Bk A v g
= o R AE O H BRI RS R UE BB RO RS 2 R B0,
xTa,

1 SO well AR TEETE well LOBERMAEEMCE LT, TR
TAHCET AHEETE S 5, D. Schiffrin, Discourse Markers (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1987), pp. 333-4 © note 1 %#&R,

2 W. W. Francis, The Structure of American English (New York: Ronald,
1958), p. 428.

3 B. M. H. Strang, Modern English Structure (London: Arnold, 1968), p.
06.

4 R. Quirk, S, Greenbaum, G. Leech, and J, Svartvik, A Comprehensive
Grammar of the English Language {London: Longman, 1985), 7. 54 (p.
444),

5§ L. Schourup and FIHMEITF, English Connectives (FI : 45 LIHIHE
1988), pp. 124-38.

6 J. Svartvik, “Well in Conversation,” Studies in English Linguistics for
Randolph Quirk, eds, S, Greenbaum, . Leech, and J, Svartvik (London:
Longman, 1980), p. 168,

7 F4% %1z, Labov & TFanshel (1977) ww B\ CH W B BEETH DM,
Schiffrin (1987) T3, #ond 5 “discourse markers” d—ok LT, Fofi
BB BT LT, “marker of response”™ A\ HEFTHREL LR TV 5B, LI,
W. Labov and D. Fanshel, Therapeutic Discourse: Psychotherapy as Con-
versation (New York: Academic Press, 1977), p. 156 K¢ I Schiffrin, p.
31 &R,

B Enw, HEECW, Wh®h, BED (wi], (W] 2anhuE wel o
HETaHER s - HETTHA 5. LA, I Svartvik, po 169 258,

9 i, COBEE BFEIhAT-FRIEb AR, ERTETETEL LD
BT vicd, SRzl TEkEh) F-2Th, HRERPSTLCS
A BLTVwAEREVEGLWHREALS 5.
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10 Svartvik (1980) b2, well :H#-2x — L OWHECH L SEEGREL T
T B, Ehic, Svartvik & Quirk (1980) @ X 53 hHiE7T - 7OEFER -
LT ABOLORSBTh EL, HIa—Alr ¥ 2fThR T v, LS
11. J. Svartvik, pp. 169-71 B.CF J. Svartvik and R. Quirk (eds.), A Corpus
of English Conversation (Lund: Gleerup, 1980) ##:#,

11 Svartvik (1980) T, AY = —F VFEDBEGTRITEHNET I RFORECH
LANEEINTIB, Cf J. Svartvik, p. 169

12 NI AR PSS AT - BiEErig (B @ TF96H, 1989), pp. 2002-9

13 UToEf it T, BAaslRL-Cumes, e, Lo Carlson, Well
in Dialogue Games: A Discourse Analysis of the Interjection Well in Idea-
lized Conversation {Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1984) FCShgd (1989) 7z
Lz,

14 well ZANTERIFHREBNAFEHRE LT, FLFofLhoNNEEL T TE
AR LTV B0 TR W & A ZED T 2 v P A FEOENEEN b
B, FRERERELTELIT, AT well oOREMLEFTLBELAC ¥
F, BEE LTlts, FoREYIREFENLL O L ERAFN o LR ok
2%, —oOEEER S LTERYL S 5ad Lhdtl, fff, co#es, TER0EE
frBO—oTHE, = v EEDMEECET S well OIGAFHEY DT CE
e s b well 2 ERERCL O L EREAFRNLE O Lich T LLEET
o LR MAEL b, AT CEET MO, X hEEANE
BIHBbhL.

15 Alxif, *With a hammer ... well ... Bill hit Fred. @ X 5%, BB
BRAOHETL, BeFETLOTR, WAk EAFETLOHETIL, JTk
FhHo EAERE R TGS, EEL <2, D. James, “Some Aspects of the Syntax
and Semantics of Interjections, ” Papers from the Eighth Regional Meeting
of the Chicago Linguistic Soctety, eds, P. M. Peranteau, ]. N. Levi, and
G. © Phares (Chicago: Chicago Linguistic Society, 1972), p. 165 %&£k,

16 well ZEERMICE —HT G DhicB A, HFOEEEETTS X DR
ThEz A LD, LA, AEEL p 2008 TEE,

17 well &4 — v BhiaBEit, THOBTRE L T FIboR
BhaEto Eae s, UL, Ihd, p 2008 2 £,

18 A% 1%, Svartvik {1980) K0¥ Carlsen (1984) ir X &&MH,

14 L. Carlson, pp. 53-65.

20 Ibid, pp. 3552,

21 Carlson (1984) T¢I, “dialogue games” 9 ES 2 LHF—BIZ well %k
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5 LRL WD A, AROFR L, EEORERI V0T, ST, B
BABIEL,

22 Grice (1975) Cif, T&REoEAL L LT, ®OX 5 5 FTRIEEAZE LT
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Quantity: Give the right amount of information:

1. Make your contribution as informative as is required (for the current

purposes of the exchange).

2, Do not make your contribution mare informative than is required.
Quality: Try to make your contribution one that is true:

1. Do not say what you believe to be false.

2. Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.

Relation: Be relevant:
Manner: Be perspicuous:

1. Avoid obscurity of expression,

2. Avoid ambiguity.

3. Be brief (Avoid unnecessary prolixity).

4. Be orderly,
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Synopsis

How Well Does Well Work in Conversation ?
——A Unified Approach

Nobuyuki Yamauchi

This paper investigates some aspects of well, which has been tradi-

El

tionally classified as an “intcrjection,” and proposes a unified ap-

proach to the treatment of well through functional and pragmatic
analyses.

The first thing to be pointed out is that the difficulties of treatl-
ing well in a simple framework might arise from the diversity and
complexity in the meaning and function of well. The idiosyncra-
tic properties of well are reflected, for example, in incomplete de-
finitions of the term, unestablished analyses of the spoken material
as data, and so on.

Next, the distributional and collocational properties of well are
discussed through the investigation of its syntactic and semantic
characteristics. One fact is that it can occur in initial pesition and
sometimes in medial position; in other words, it cannot occur in end
position, which demonstrates that it functions as a “‘discourse mar-
ker.,” Another fact is that it can co-occur with almost all types of
sentences such as decleratives, interrogatives, imperatives, exclama-
tions, and so on, which suggests that it conveys no propoesitional con-
tent by itself. What is corroborated by these facts is that well should
be treated in pragmatics, not in syntax or semantics.

As the first proposal regarding the linguistic analyses of well, we
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must refer to Lakoff' (1973). Lakoff characterizes the distribution
of well in the negative identification, where well can be attached to
an inappropriate or indirect answer. The problem is, however,
that the notion which she proposes, “insufficiency,” proves to be
too narrow to cover the whole range of the uses of well. As a solu-
tion to the problem, a new notion of “indirectness” is introduced
into the analyses.

According to Calrson (1984), it is assumed that there are two major

3

functions of well, “frame,” which functions as a turn-taking device

in discourse, and “‘qualifier,”
] 2

which signals as a denoting marker
prefixed to a non-direct or qualified answers. Given the two func-
tions, it is further discussed that the generalization of the functions

3

can be made in terms of both the degree of ‘“‘relevance,” one of the
Cooperative Principles proposed by Grice (1975), and the depth of
communication, the transition of interpersonal communication to
intrapersonal communication. The more dependent well is on re-
levance to the preceding context, the more it is assumed to function
as a “‘qualifier’; the freer it is from the relevance to it, the more as
a “frame.” By the depth of communication it is meant that wel! some-
times performs a connective function, which is manifested in the in-
terpersonal communication, while it is sometimes used as a disjunct,
which indicates the interruption of thought, that is, intrapersonal
communication, shown by the comma following well.

In conclusion the interactions between the degree of relevance
and the depth of communication provide a most satisfactory general-
ization of the two functions of well and suggest that “frame” and
“qualifier” should lie overlapped, not discrete, in function. A gra-
phic way of presenting the generalization might be to schematize

1t as follows:
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