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EVOLVI EG DISCOURSE - THI; J:.'E~(T STEJ? 

I NTRODUCTION: 

In this paper I examin e the tr ans ition i n y oung childre n f rom hi0hly 

repe titio~s conversational discour se t o formal l y and semantic a ll y 

more diverse discours e . In p revious papers ( Keenan 1974~ Keenan 19 75), 

I have s uggested t ha t t h e decline o f ;c-u tte r ance repetit ion was 

linked in part to the child's developing use o f old in f orma tion rna~kers , 

such as a naphoric p ronouns, definite a rticles and so on. For examp le, 

whereas at an earlier stage a child might res p ond to the utterance 

"Tractor• s c omin'" by repc. a tinq '"l'ractor ' .S conin ' 11
, ut a l ate r 

stage tlw child mi g ht r espond "It' s com in• 11
• Doth responses a re 

per f orming the same p r agma tic work ; f or example, they b o th ackn owledg e 

the p revious speaker' s utterance , but the L ) tte r looks c o nsidc= r ably 

more like ad ult discourse. Herc I wish to fo cus on related dimens ions 

of this cr i tica l transit ion . I would like to cl-Jim th.::it the tr c:\l1s i ti on 

i s ma r ked by two developments : first, a development in the f orma l 

rel a tion obta ining across utter ances; second, a devel opment in t he 

semc:mti c links o btciininq bet\-Jeen l e:x i cc:il i tc:.is ac ross utte r ances. 

DJ\ T.~ B2\S ~ : 

The p r esent ana lysis i s based o n a u dio and video taped c onversatio . 

o f twin b o ys , Toby and David . The children , 2 years 9 months a t the 

ou tse t o f the observations, were r ecorded on 3 s u c c essiv e days each 

month for a year . Tl1e p rim ary sett i nq fo r tl1c convers .::it ions wa s the 

children's bedroom in the early morning h ours. However, convers ations 

a ccompanyi n g meals, baths and organi~cd 0arnes were a lso r eco r ded . 
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In this section , I examine 'reoet i tion' ~s a f orma l onerat ion . 

Not all instanc es o f ;~ -u tterc:n1ce rep etition are the same . T11e d C1 t ?. 

show that wh en a child repeats a previous utte r ance, he utili z es 

two f orma l stra t e0 ies (one or b oth ) : One strategy i s t o t ake a n 

an t e ced ent utterance and rep e a t il ll or part o f it withou t interup ting 

it in any way : 

(1) ( T+D a t 2 ;11, bedroom} 
(D p icks up stuffed r abbit and t ruck . T beg i ns to 
whi s tle) 
D: r abbit( 2;n / I f i nd truck/ r abbit/ ('? ) as like r abbit/ 

truck/ r abbit/ truck/ r a b:fuit/ tru ck truck r abbit/ truck/ 
r abbit/ truck/ r abbit/ truck/rabbit/ 
( D shm·1s trucJ~ an cJ r abbit to T) 

T: truck/ r abbit/ 

This rel a tion a cross utterances I have call ed the Focus operation 

(Keen an 19 74a ): One or more l exica l itens in an antecedent utte rance 

is ' f ocussed ' on and repeated with ou t disrup ti on in subse~uen t 

utterances. ~ocus operations were c harac t e ri s tic not only of 

r eferenti a l discourse ; t hey a l s o appear e d in n onsense discourse 

or s oun d p l a.y : 

( 2 ) ( T+D at 2 : 9 , becl room ) 
T: i:4a I 0 i:j a I 
D : ·. c::·:i':j a /( Bo th T+ D lauqh ) / dabut 0.5 ~: ) 
T : a a : but ( 2;n I 

~ second strategy is t o repea t p~rt o f a n antecedent uttc r 2nce 

but reo l ace a lexical item appe~ring in t he nntecedcn t strinq wit~ 

a different l exic a l item. Both t he lexical iten nnd its r eplacement 

perform the same semantic role in the utter an c es , e . g . ~oth fun c tion 

as agents , v ocat i ves , exis t entia l norn in a l~, ~nd s o on : 

(3) ( T-:D a t 2 ; 9 , bedroom ) 

T : :lc:.. l lo ( 3~0 I hello q r a.Iilmc.d 2:0 I 
D : he llo c:-s r ampC1/ 

(~'\.\' ( I \ \ ·, t' Ji·., \ 
I hav e c a ll ecl su~h an oper~tion a Su bsti tution oncratio~ . Suhstitutio~ 

op erations a l s o a,peared i n s ound ~l ay : a sinqlc ph one or phone scq u en 

i s r eplaced i n an an t e cedent string is repl~ccd in a subsc0ucnt 
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strinq : 

( '-1 ) ( T-:-D a. t 2 ; 9 , lJccl room) 

D: 
T: 
D: 
T: 

i: b i:/ i:ji: I 
i:ji: I i:ji:/ 
(l aucrhs ) s/s/ 
i:/ s :/ i:gol/ 

i :g od/ , 
i:ji:/i:kaki/ 

J\l thoug h b oth Focus and Su b sti t ution op erat ions cipp e c.-ir in tbe 

earliest discourse examinca ( 2 ; 9 ), Subs titution was utili zed fa r 

less freq uentl y than Focus. Ex a minin0 a s a mp l e o f 500 utterances 

at 2;9, :r. found 235 tokens of Focus <'lS opposed to 7 '?. tokens o f 

Substitution . I would like t o a r 0 ue that Su bs titution opera t ions 

c.t re more cornpl e:~ thon Focus op crc:itions . Jn .Sub.sti tution operL1tion.s, 
not only rep eats, he 

the child/attendsto the c onstraints o f ~ particul ilr environment 

0ithin an _antecedent uttera nce and substitutesiteQs appropri ate to 

that environment. 

Th ~t Subs titution l 
. .... 
~· 1:1 more comp l ex opc r 2 tion t h2n Focu.s.sincr 

is s u p p orted by the dut o : 

1. Al t h ouc:::h LJ. t 2 ; 9, b o ·th ope r u tions L\ppc tt r . i n s ound p l uy and . 

re ferertti~l . di~ co~r~e, Focus oper ations fi g ure prcmine_ tly in 

b oth contexts whereas Subs titution oper 2tion s a re conf ined l ~rgcly 

to sound p l u.y . ( See 'l' a.ble l) • For exu.mple, o f the 7 2 toJ~ens o:: 

Su bstitution f ound in the 500 utter u.nce sample , 49 ( ~Bpercc~t ) app ear 

in s ound pl~y . If we aqrce t hat cound p l ay i s iJ n inherently ~ i~pler 

for~ o f speech behavior than re feren ti al disc~urce 2 , the n it appears 

that Subs titution i s lir.iited p rimc:::trily to "eas y " di s course . 

2 . If we f ollow the u se of these o per u.tions in convers ~ tionu. l 

di s course from 2 ;9 to 3;0, we see t ha t the r a tio of Bu bs titution 

to F ocus incre ases . Hheress iJt 2 ; 9 the 1.·cit io o f Su b.s ti tut ion to 

F ocus was 1: 3 . 26; a t 3;0 the r a tio was 1: 2 .09. In terms of 

g ross nu~ber of occurences, the n umber o f Focus op eru.tions decre a se~ 

( 235 to 161), whereas the number of Subs titution oper a tions incre u.s e s 

(72 to 77). 
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3 . Althou0 h the incre as e in occurenc c s o f sound p l a y f rom 

2,9 to 3,0 appears to b e minirn~l, the 0ros~ tota l i s deceptive. 

Breaking Substitution into sound pl a y and referential occurences, 

we see that the number o f refcre~~ial Substitution op e r ati ons increases 

sh ar ply ( 23 t o 70 ) , nnd the number of sou nd pl~y Substitutions 

decrease s sh a rply(49 t o 7). The dra ra a tic incre ase in rc feren t i~ l 

Su bsti tu tion (over 200 percent ) is not ma tched in re f erenti a l 

Focus (lG percen t) during this time p eriod. 

To s ummmri ze, a t 2 ;9, Focus op er a tions a r c u s ed · more widely 

a nd more f r e c'uently th an Su b s t itution oper et tior~ . .s . E m·Je\'C ¥' ., over 

time, Substitution oper a tion s come to b e u sed sore ~ nd mor e . The 

c hild r en begin to r ely o n Su bsti tu t ion in contexts where previously 

Focus op e r ations p r edomin a ted. 

T.i\BLE 1 

OCCUREnc :cs OF ? OCUS T~F"D SUBSTI TU'I' I OE OFERX~IOlT.S 

FH.OJ.1 2 ; 9 t o 3-; 0 
( Samp le: 500 Utter a nc es ) 

FOCUS ( Toti1l ) 
.S ound P lc:: y 
H.e f ercn tic::l 

}._ _.s 

98 
137 

SU~S TITUTI0;~1 ( T~ )---2_?__ 
.S ou nd PJ. c::y'·· - 4 9 
Re f erenti a l 2 3 

.":.i:":' .i\ PIIOR~\ ( To t 21 l) 8 

THE ROL E OF S OUUD PL~Y I N DI S COURS E OP ETI ~T i rniS : 

3_. Q_ 

1 (, J_ ----
1 

l GO 

77 - - 7-
70 

The findings in T~b l c l sugqcs t t h n t s oun d pl ~y µ l ~ys ~ n i~~ort~ n· 

r o l e in t h e d evelopmen t o f more s o~h i s tic 2 t ed dis cou r se op c r c:i. tions . 

In p <ffticul u.r, s auna p lc:iy ~ppeL1rs to f unction ci..S c-. tc ~; tinc; qround 

f or th e u s e o f ~ubs ti tu t ion oncr c:i. tion s. Th o t t h i s i r_; th e c v..sc i s 



.stt'ong l y nupport c cJ by T2b le 1 . For c:~ 0 1n:D lc, T,JC sec th2 t .S uhs ti t ution 

. . more . tl . . J tl - , . 1 a. o~er c:t tJ.O'"S fJ_qure prora incn . y in ::; ouno p .. 0.y . · 1L'l1 re:t12renci~1 · i scoursc 

a t 2,9 . Further, as Su b a t itution op erat ions b e g in to b e regul arly 

employed in refe renti a l discours e, . ~ pl 2v as a di s course node S OUn CJ .. " 

begi ns to die ou t . By 3,o, soc nd pla~ . is -nea? l y extinct. On th e 

other hand, a t 3,o, Subs t itution i s an unm a rked mode f:o r o.cheivin.q 

discourse cohe nency . 

Further evidence f o r the ins trumen t al role o f s ound p l ay 

in develo9ing como l ex d i s course op eration . . ~ornes fr om e :~nrninino 

particul a r exnr ess ions o f t hese oper a tions . In part icul a r , i t 

we examine ex2mples o f Substi tu t ion, we sec thn t two dimens ions 

a t leas t ma y v a r y : the nu mber o f itens reol ~ccd in a single 

utteranc e and the n umb er o f s uccess ive utte r a nces linked by Subs titu-

tion operations . 

Cons i der i ng t he first o f these , we see tha t nt 2 ,9, Bubstitutio n 

op e r a tions Zlpply to only one i tem in r efer ent i a l di s c ours e. Tl1ere 

a re n o c as e::; o f multiple s u bs titution . In s ound pl ~y at 2 ,9, h owever , 

we f ind the discourse l nced wi th simult nneous s ubs titution of 

p hone scc:r.u enc es : 

( ( 5 ) ( T+D at 2 , 9 ., bedroom) 
D: l zit l2ju : I 
T : l at lodu: I 1 2 tlo0u:/ 
D : l a tlodo/ 

( 6 ) ( T+D l:l. t 2 , 9 , bed room) 
D : hek,,,t/ 
T : beY-v\p/ 
D : b r ekl\t/ b rek"'.p / 

Uultiplc s ubstitutions ~ppe a r in refe rcri ti a l diGcourse a t 2 ,10 and 

continue throughou t the f ollowing mo n th s : 

(7) ( T+D , a t 2 ,10, a fterno on nap ) 

( To y b r euks ) 
D: mend it/ 
~ : I might mend it n ow/ 
D : ;_:h/ ( sliri ek.s ) I 
T : I maybe f ix it n ow/ 
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( 8 ) ( T-:-D at 2 ,11 , beclroom ) 
(D clr c:iw i r.cr on \1indm·1 with f i n• rrer ) 
D: this is hie/ th 0 t n o !1c/ 

(~) (T -:-D Cl t 3,0, bedroom) 
(T relating narrative) 
T: o ne cl ()y / wa s littl~ .r abbit/ •• ~/o~~ d a~1 2s big farmer 

left/ 

In terms o f the n umb er o f s uccess ive utte r c:inccs linked throug h 

Substitution oper a tions , s ound p l ay aga in an ticipates referenti al 

us c:lge . Lon0er s ubstitution deq uences emerge in sound play before 

they emerge in re f erenti a l di s cours e. This i s particul arly true 

in the c ase of subs titution~ i nvolvin0 other s~cal:ers ' utterances. 

In s oun d pl ay a~ 2;9 , s ubstitution acrosc 3 or more turns occ urs. 

(See examples 4,5,G .) On the other h and, ~: e s ubs titution o f 

lexic a l items i s limited to Cl sing le exch<lna e in re ferential di s course 

c::i t thi s time ( ;: ee e;cample 3 .). Lonqer stretches o f di s cours e linked 

t h rough Sub stitution ~ppear ~ t 2 ;10! 

(1 0 ) (T+D at 2 ;10, kitc'i1ei1 ) 

(T+D e~ting lunch , fc:icincy one c.m o t "1cr) 
D : wb c:i t s th i s / 
T: kc:u:i on : ni : z~'</ 
D: no ma c a ronis/ s k Eti: z *1 
T: s ,,J::ia tisk t:: ti*.,.' / 

( ~'m2.c Jr0r i 
*·A- s:x10 h e t'd_) 

By 3 ;0, senuenc es s u ch a.s the f ollowin0 C\ r e routine : 

( 11) ( T+D o.t 3,o, bedroom) 
T~ tra ctors comin0 / 
D: my truck is coming/ 
T: c 2r s coming so fast/ 
D: it~ goin0 fas t now/ 
J:' : CC\rs cominrr / 
D1 c 2rs conin~ now/ ray CQrs coming n ow/ 
T : my b ig tr~ctors coming/ 

The .s u1C'est:.i_on has been in the uir f or s ome time th;i t s ouncJ 

p li:i.y mG\y be i nstrumental i n dcvc lop inr;· r:1orn1wm i c a Dc1 :; yntactic 

s tructure(J a J;: obs on 1 911.1, Neir 1 9 70). I v1oul cl like t o s u qqe.st th o t 

thi s s ort of p l 2y i s instrumental i n d evc lop ina discourse ctruc t urc 

2S \Je ll. Th i s · s tud-y 's upports ea.rlicr resc2 rch carried ou t by Garvey 
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(1974 , 1975) c: nd by Ke cn .· n (1 97.~ ::i , Ke e n n&Klein 1974) t t.o. t f i nd" conver s r;ti on cll 

skill s in thcm selve ~ a resourc e fo r e o- opcro t ive pl1 y . 

SUBSTI'l'U'rION /\ ND S E~.;'' ,~J TIC .prn'i.A H JS : . 

Mu ch a tten t ion h os b een d irec t ed to t he d n7e lo pmen t of Sub s titution oper a tion e 

b ec n u ~;e these -J jJ6r <itions ; ~ ppo: ' r cri t i c .'.' l to th e tr :1n s j_t ion .c.wny from hichly 

repetitious di s c our s e . When a chil d u se s SuTus titution o pera tion s , he s et s up 

contextual fr ome s in ~hich p nrticul a r lexic 3l ite ms ore c ontrRs ted ; 

(1 2 )(T+D u t 2 ; 9 , b ed r oom ) 
( 13oth sec moth) 
D: two moths/ 
T : m.:my moth s / 

( 13) ( T +D Ll t 2 :11, bes' r o om) 
D: i : * r n inin[; clown/ 
T: i : r a ining SOTIIC uµ 
D: i: r;0.ining age.: i n/ 
T : i : r n.ining c old/ 

( xae i ctic particle) 

t here/ 

( 14 ) (T+D a t 3;0 , b ed room) 
JJ : ' I drive it/ 
T : ' you could dri v e('"you dr ive it/ \ my drive i t too/ 

The lcxic :1 l :l t e rn :.; nppen.rin (S in the s e fr· •mc s h ;•vc <i t Jeo~:t th ;1.t crnvj ronment in 

common ~ From t he c l: ild ' s point of view, the i t em~> un d er co ine; s ub s t itution 

sha r e s ome fe a ture , h enc e member s of some s emanti c doma.in : i terns th .:i t r.efer to 

qu a ntity(Gx s 8 , 1 2 ), a gents (or driver s , us i n ex 14) , thine s tha t mov e ( ex 11), 

thin gs to ea t (ex 10) a nd so on . It i s of cour s e ex tremel;y d i fficu l t to a sse s s 

the e:;.c a.ct n .:"ture of th e demo. in . It is d ifficult t o judge whetbvr , for e x a mple , 

in ( 11) the child th i nks pf c ur s , trucks , a nd tra ctor s ns vehicles or things 
t' 

th a t mov e or thinfs with wheels 8nd s o on . However , it is7 301n a in-cre o.ting ~roce s s 
itself rrhich is signific r.:nt . 

I would l ike to c l a im t h <c. t t he cre a tion of lexic:· l ::; e t c throu c h Su lli ;ti tuti on 

o r e r 2tion s i s in s trument a l i n develop ing d i s cour s e tha t is n o t b ound by th e 

h ere- a nd - now . As di ecu cs ed i n Keenan a nd Kl e in (1974), b e fore Subsitution 

op e r a tion s a re prominent, the child relics he <1vily on item::; tha t o.re a c oustic ;; lly 

or v isu a lly s al i ent i n the imm odi 2te c ont ex t in cre ~tinc; coheren t disc our se . 

Th ut i s , the chi ld would ma ke u se of things he he ur a ( e . g . r epenting prior utter~nc e s ) 

or things h e :::. a w i.n produc i n c r el ev ant respon :::. ec . In :::; ui.J:::;ti tutinc; , ho \:evor , tte 

chil d goes beyond repl i c ~ t ing who t he he· ·r:::. or s ecs . Like th~ · ad 0lt~ th e c h i ld 

dr a ws on hi s b c'.1.cI;cground kno1'1ledge to r e s pon cl relev ;mtly to s ome prior utt er ;~ nce . 

Th e i niti a l s ·ne n.kor iJ.l ::-~ o dr o.ws on his br:: ckgrounrl lrnowl edge i n CJ cceqt i n c; the 

re s pon s e a s relevnnt to his conLribution . 

. -------·- ·- - ------- ---



In · ·11 rr the c onv er :>:~ ti on ::> b e tween '11 oby <:.nd Dr;vid from 2 ; 9 to 3; 0 , ex n.r.nn 1. u 

' I f i nd tha t re l evQnt nex t res ~on s e s d r ~v more ~n d more from Jcnowl e dce o f 

s ema.ntic dom o. in s u.n d depend le s s <' n iJ l e s s on the form of the previou s spe .:: k.er ' s 

ut tero.nce . 'I'he c hild s t op s relying/g~i~~~~t1tion .s. s .::i rne c n s of D.cknowledging 

a prevtou R c onversationo l c ontribution . Sub s titution o perot i on s crea te d i sco~ se 

tha t i s intermedia te to these s t :;g e s . It i s u form of r e petition , c:.nd it is 

b a s e d on b uc k5round knowl odee . 

In mu.ny c as e s , it loots a. a if t lic c h ildren' s di s cours e i s mot:i.vc• ted by 

their intere s t i n s em;:mtic p a r .qdic;ms . Conver s:1 tions may a t f i r s t 
·-fo c us on one r;em:mtic :;:. et nnd t h en drift on to other c. et s , le: 1vinG unre s olved 

a n initia l di s cus sion : 

(15) (T+D o t 3;0, b ed room ) 

·•f': my ·to ld y ou/ c a lled s hoeo/ 
D: I told you/ it s sl ipper s / I told you / it s not shoes/ I t ol d you 

not shoes/ it sl ipper s / 
T: its one s lipp er/ 
D: two slippers / two slipper s / I to1d y ou/ 
T : one s l i pper / 
]) : its one· s l ip-per/ I s mock: your e c•r / 

In thi s di:-~c ours e , tli e c b il(lren or e f ir :::;t c oncern ed with t l: i. n gs you put on your 

feet, and then move on·.to., tbe ;: liJU<mti:t,y of thes e things pre ::;ent. 

rfonol ogu e s a s well often move in :J.n d out of sever .:: l dom ::i.in s ;.;,s ( 16) illus trate s : 

(16) (T+D n t 3;0) 

(t looking ~t book ) 
JJ : Peter n: .. bbi t m1s//J bunny/ 
'11

: / / Mr . M ~ : cGr ei;or / 
Il: wi: s o.. tiny r obbi t/ go h i p oi ty hon hi pp:i. ty hop/ t wo 1i tt J e r <:tbbi t s / 

left f :,rrn er/ lot of r r1 bbit~/, •••.• one da y w~ s l i t t l e r nbbit/ 
c a lletl Lucy/One d ay H:1 s big f u.r mer left./ <:'.n c1 J. e f t c ow/ •••• 

In thi s n orr ;:tive, the c hi ld Te pL1co s "bunny 11 wi th " t :i.ny r ::bb i t " :'n d then c oe '' 

on to di s cu s s the au nnti ty of r abbi t s ("two li tt l o" " l o t of" ) <.~ n <.l ~> o on . 

Notice in ( 16) tha t s ome of the utterr' nc es :,pp e .·.r to p1:1y on i1h t1t con r; ti tute 

bin~ry c ontras t s in tho adult lex icon . The chi l d t nl ks LJ bout somet h ing s ma ll 

("little r a bb i t ") :mrJ th en c;o e ~; on to r e f er t o s ome t h ing bie ( "b i g f a r mer " ) . 

'l'hi s typ e of contras t i s ex tremely common in the conver ;_;.::1 ti on ~1l d a t1f . f. n i tern 

i s referr e d t o i n :~ n i ni ti .. l utteronce, n.nd in s ub s e quent utt er a nc es a n i tern 

tha t contru ot s wi th i t i s inc orpor~ted : 

(17) (T+D a t 2 ; 11, b e droom) 

( T+D s t ~nding by wi nd ow) 
]) : my h:md::.~ are cchld ( 2X )/ I go si t down t here/ 
T(o peni n g curt a ins ) : curta ins u p ( 2X )/ I s o hot/ curt a in s u p/ 
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l •;r~EnG ING Tl l :::; c CUil.~> I!; SKI LL:) : 

The devel opment of s emantic doma i n s in conversa tional diocour s e h as 

f a r-re a ching effects . On8 effect i s th r t th e child i n a b l e t o offer Ll lternntive 

des cription s of the some ph e n omenon . Th a t i s , be i s a b le to pa r nphras e . 

Thi s a bility, i n turn, r a d i c ;d ly cil ter s the ch ur nct e r of the co mmunic o.ti ve proce:zs. 

In p art i cul a r, communic a tion is m~ch ~mo~e .. eff~ctive . The child begin s to u s e 

p u.r aphras e to correct or "re po.ir" (Schegloff , per s . c omm . ) h is own utter0nce . 

(18)(T+D a t 3;0, b e droom) 
(T rel ntine n ~rr ~tive ) 

T : •• I saw/ no/ Tob;y saw/ I S.1 H one on r o a u/ 
D: did you ?/ 
T: yea h/ 

., 
'I'he child ma y parµhr~cs e in ::nt i ci p;'.t ion of ; ~nother ' s mi s unde r s t :rnd ing or in re spon s e 

to D. r e ri ue s t for cl i'!rific n t ion from .:mother s pe: i.ker. 

f, !:: econd 1n-i.nifest ;1.ti on of the emergence of sem~mtic clo mi•. i n s in rJ:Ls c ourse 

i s the emergence of :map h oric J:l'onouns . 'l'h e u s e of a pronoun as iJ. r epL ?cement 

for a noun form involves a.11 the form a l and semantic skill s di s c1rn s ed in thi s 

p u:per . It re n, uire r; t h :i t th e ch ild h nve c orn11o t ence i n t he f orm:1l opc r n.tion of 

Sub s titution . /rnd it r0 quires th ;1 t the chi ld h ave n. sen se of semrmt ic '-'P1-'ropriate

n ess . - th~t two o r mo r e lexi c ~l i t ems nr e appropri~ te de~criptions for s omG referent . 

i>s ind ic.-; t ed in 'ra ble 1 , the u ~. e of ::m a phor i c pronoun s incTe::ses dram:: t i c ::lly 

from 2 ;9 to 3 ; 0 a nd i n ma ny ways p~ rallels t he emer&enc c of 5ub s titution operatims . 

Anaphora itsel f how ever w:is not necess ~ rily m~nife st t h r 8u gh th e Sub s titution 

o pe r a tion . Norma lly, a n .:ir>hora was p e rt o f some form ::-:l J.;y n ovel utt e T.:-mcc . 

(19) (T +D a t 2 ;11, bedroom) 
(D s how s b 1ttery t o T) 
D : see b;:; t tery/ 
•r : I s ee i t/ 
D : y o u se e it? 

I n the d i s cour s e ob r.;eTved , a n aphor2. be£;rm t o be emn .i oyed regul::r l ;y ;.ft cr 

Sub s ti tut ion oper ri ti o n s ·were c o rnm onp1o.ce. I t s a ppe .-·r nnc e m;:.rk: s the move 

a wa y from h:L c hly repetitiou s d i s cour se . 



1. This research was r.mpported by the SocLi.l Science lle r: e .. .rch Council, 
Gr unt No. lffi 2941/1. 

2. The child in sound play is constrained only by the phonologica l and morphological 
structure of his l angunge without regard to meaning. In referentinl di scourse, 
the child must contend with both. 

3. The type of phenomenon npparent in (15) - (17) h~s been discus~ed by~~ociologists 
(Jefferson 1974, Sncks 1968, Schegloff, p:srsonn. l communic : tion) for a<lul t 
conversation. 
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