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SEERRETAMAARESE, WK E L MHHEEEE T W
RABR ., AEEFFCEFREDER, AR WS IEHE. L4
ERFEARERBE—HFTE AL 2B ERAMEERBRAL,
BIOUWAERERE L, CARKFAT L HAERERIAL %
MEEUEXEA, FREKAR Y FEF  BREHIARKATEE; A
REAARKEHNER DAGHE ABDIEHE HRE FEE.
REXERE, ERA, FRETHIRXAMERACH, RAH S
HABRR  XAM T XA TR PRI FEMH P TS RAACEN &
SEHA MR FEEXNTAAREAER,

BEERASHFRAAS THRENARE T RAAE X FHER K E
M AARERLERATERGAERBARENS L, RUEG, ELR
RRBEHFN EFANBRAEXAFHRAREE. ROWNEHE
FAFRNER EETHAET X, BRREANES.
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CA
CDA
CofP
DpP
FOG

LGS

MCA
MGG
MOG

~List of Abbreviations

conversation analysis

critical discourse analysis
community of practice

discursive psychology

female-only group

hegemonic masculinity

language and gender studies
membership categorization analysis
mixed-gender group

male-only group
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Transcription Conventions

the point at which a current speaker’s utterance is overlapped
by the talk of another

the point at which a current speaker’s overlapped utterance
finishes within the talk of another speaker

numbers indicating silence, represented in tenths of a second
a “micropause” less than half a second

a continuing intonation. A turn ending with it means the
speaker does not intend to finish the utterance.

a falling, final intonation, not necessarily the end of a sentence
rising intonation, not necessarily a question

animated tone

segmental lengthening, according to duration, with one “.”
for a tenth of a second

emphasis in tone

the onset where a stretch of talk is markedly rushed or compressed
the end of a stretch of talk that is markedly rushed or compressed
no interval between adjacent utterances by different speakers,
the second being latched immediately to the first

to show doubt on some hearing in the transcription

to show the missing syllables which cannot be transcribed

to capture various non-verbal activities in interaction, a
transcriber’s comment or description
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Linguistics, since its very beginning in the nineteenth century,
has been mainly concerned with written texts, which are considered
to be error-free and standard. Since the 1960s, linguistic analyses
made by Chomsky and his followers have begun to rely on imagined
sentences from researchers’ intuition, hoping to find linguistic
universals for all languages. Even the emergence of sociolinguistics as
a branch in the 1960s does not bring much change to the attitudes
researchers had towards everyday conversation. Sociolinguistic research
at the time predominantly adopted anthropological approaches, such as
fieldwork, survey, and interview, as the main methods, with a focqs on
cultural patterns in communication in different speech communities.

The development of linguistics in China has undergone a similar
trajectory. In almost one century after the publishing of Ma’s Chinese
Grammar ((FK3GHE)) in 1898, Chinese linguists have invested more
interest in providing a grammatical framework for the Chinese language
by following those of the Western languages. Only since the early 1980s,
the interest of Chinese linguists has become more diversified by turning
to pragmatics (e. g. , systemic-functional grammar, discourse analysis) ,
applied linguistics, and corpus linguistics.

1.1 The Significance of This Study

The ubiquitous everyday conversation hardly found its place in
linguistic analysis before the emergence of conversation analysis
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(henceforward CA) in the 1970s, though the analysis of conversation
has never been “the central, defining focus in CA” (Pormerantz, Anita &
Fehr, 1997). Natural conversation had been considered to be mundane,
erroneous, and full of stops and fillers. It had been treated not to
follow rational thinking rigidly. Researchers of CA, however, began
to analyze everyday conversation in the hope of finding the social
structures reflected in conversation. CA research, thus, tended to
focus on the prototype site of each interaction type: ordinary
conversation among friends and intimates, or relatively structured
institutional interaction (Mirivel & Tracy, 2005). They finz1 it self-
evident that ordinary talk is worth more attention, since, lin their
eyes, mundane, ordinary conversation should be taken as the primordial
and basic site of social interaction.

Since natural conversation is too important to be neglected,
researchers have turned to it for important insights into their own
study. Sacks (1984: 22) argues against an overriding interest in what
are in the first instance known to be “big issues”, but not those which
are terribly mundane, occasional, local, and the like. Coupland
(2000b: 4ff.) argues forcefully for the importance of everyday talk as
the foundation of other kinds of talks.

There are, however, even more “trivial” occasions that are
neglected by the researchers of CA. Casual talk is the case in point
here. It is not normally included in CA as its justified subject. Casual
talk, which has generally taken the name of “small talk”, is considered
to be anything but “big issues”. “Big talk”, also labeled as “transactional
talk” or “institutional talk”, includes those occasions when a particular
goal, yet not a relational one, is achieved through verbal interaction.
It is “transactional or instrumentally motivated” in nature (Coupland,
2000b: 6).

Such a view of the relationship between small talk and institutional
talk does not go without being challenged. Scholars studying small
talk have questioned a variety of unsounded assumptions surrounding
it (Coupland, 2000a; Coupland et al. , 1992; Coupland & Jaworski,



