Repetition Types and Functions in Interview
— In the case of non-native speakers of Japanese —

Miki HASHIGUCHI*

1. Introduction
According to Kuno (_1980), the main purpose of ellipsis in discourse is to lessen redundancy. There

can be said to be some correlation between ellipses and repetition. What, then, are the functions of
repetition in discourse? Makino (1980) suggests that “it is the patterning of repetition that vitalizes
sentences and discourse”. As the proverb “History repeats itself” indicates, our daily lives abound
with the repetition of past experiehces, whether unconsciously or consciously. In conversation as
well, any current utterance can be seen as repeating prior utterances. While analyzing data corpuses
provided in the course of discourse analysis, examples of repetition by non-native speakers of
Japanese, the use of which seems to vary from beginners to superior speakers, were observed.

The purpose of this paper, through the analysis of the repetition patterns of five non-native
speakers of Japanese during an interview, is to see what types repetition they use according to their
Japanese oral proficiency levels and what functions they serve. The analysis of repetition is first
linked to prior research. The outline of the data examined is shown. In the subsequent section, the
types and functions of repetition are surveyed by citing short examples from the data. Finally, the
purpose served by repetition in the case of non-native speakers of Japanese is explored from the

viewpoint of teaching Japanese.

2. Repetition in discourse

First, an analysis of repetition with reference to prior research is necessary. In this paper,
attention is focused mainly on the research carried out by Deborah Tannen (1989). "Tannen suggests
that repetition 1s at the heart not only of how a particular discourse is created, but how discourse
itself is created. She suggests that syntactic repetition in conversation is to serve the following
functions --production, comprehension, connection, interaction, and conversational coherence. As for
forms of repetition, she first distinguishes self-repetition and allo-repetition (repetition of others).
Secondly, she defines a scale of fixity in form, which ranges from exact repetition (the same words
uttered in the same rhythmic pattern), to repetition with variation, and to paraphrase (similar ideas
in dif ferent words). Tannen also includes patterned rhythm, in which completely different words are
uttered in the same syntactic and rhythmic paradigm as a preceding utterance. There is also a
temporal scale ranging from immediate to delayed repetition. There are other various forms of
repetition which Tannen refers to, but her statement that “all these boundaries are fuzzy” seems to
be important.

In this paper, the forms of repetition mentioned above are all considered in the analysis, though
delayed repetition should be restricted to refer to delay within an interview discourse. Repetition of
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back-channel (aizuchi), such as Ee, Hai and Un, and repetition considered as the speaker’s habit are
not analyzed here. On the other hand, repetition which can seemingly be attributed to the speaker’s
lack of grammar is examined here, because the final section analyzes repetition from the viewpoint
of teaching Japanese. Examples from data are presented here with back-channel by the interviewer

omitted, so that it can be more easily assessed.

3. The Data

This study is based upon the analysis of data in the form of transcripts of audio recordings of
five non-native speakers of Japanese being interviewed by native Japanese speakers in the OPI (Oral
Proficiency Test). The five subjects had different proficiency levels of Japanese--one novice, one
intermediate-low, one intermediate-high and two superiors--in order to assess the differences in their

repetition types and functions according to their ability level.

Table 1: Data Collected

Sample Level Name
) novice Robert
® intermediate-low Eric

@ intermediate-high S
@ superior Danny
® superior David

4. Repetition types and functions

In this section, the repetition types and functions used by the subjects are surveyed by presenting
examples of repetition occuring in each of the four Japanese proficiency levels. The hypothesis is that
repetition types and functions used by non-native speakers during an interview vary from novice to
superior level. That is, the functions of repetition at the novice level might be linked to production
and comprehension, while at superior level they are connected to such techniques as emphasis,

interaciton and coherence.

4-1. Repetition types and functions at the novice level

By analyzing data @ from Robert, both self-repetition and allo-repetition (repetition of others)
are found. Especially, repetition of some parts of interviewer’s questions, which could be omitted
because the context is already clear, is frequent. The following example is from his self-introduction:

[(1) ~ (27) J=interviewer; N=interviewee]

(1) J 1&. THEETTD, LodSET) Y2 Py REIZIV) E LD,
N:9JA. SEADFEL,
J 1H, EITTh, A RELCHEMIDH ¢4,
N D F2, BRA. bh TG, EEA,
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What is the function of this kind of repetition? From the native speaker’s viewpoint, such
repetition sounds redundant. At the novice level, however, it may serve some crucial functions in the
context of the interview. By repeating some parts of the preceding questions, Robert might be
indicating to the interviewer that he has received the questions, while at the same time wishing to
confirm whether he has understood them or not. According to Tannen’s classification, this can be
said to function in comprehension and in interaction. Another function this repetition might serve
is the showing of respect to the interviewer.

Other features exhibited in Robert’s utterance include the preference for exact repetition rather
than paraphrase, and for immediate repetition rather than delayed repetition. When delayed
repetition is observed, it is restricted to within one utterance. Self-repetition, in which he repeats his

own words and phrases in one sentence, are extremely frequent, as follows:

N H,.FH, L, 2—&, BIHIEIT v 7 725 —TEETH,

N o oeeeens ThH. b &, K4 football 7 foothall 251k —. football iHE > EWT, HD—,
b, BboTWET, X6, HO/PMEWT A = 7 R— VT, MIWERRE T, HD—
aET, )

Such self-repetition, whether in one sentence or in one utterance, may have a productive function.
That is, repetition enables a speaker to produce fluent speech while formulating what to say next.
Repetition, which can be attributed to Robert’s lack of confidence in grammar, such as in the use

of the conjugations of verbs and adjectives, and numerals, are found in some examples, as follows:

(3)d SEHLTHN, A, TAVH Y7y bE-LEHDE LD,
N : ’) Ao e X o R AD, American foothballit, ZEL W&, EI AN, D, ZOohoT
b, RO BOnb— AOpbh—5%, 126, American football #F & T¥
(4)N A, BREKIFE, hd— ~ ZhdbdbEh, RETA, -
HWTE, TEXEFTNL. bbb,

() J ¢ = HAAETN—=FEAREALY T AEWHELTHE T,
N &=, HEHO, e = 1008 7 7R, 2 TWI05EbA, L) dbE—, 2= 240,
SES IS

This kind of repetition may be restricted to non-native speakers, and its function during an
interview can be considered to be linked to production as well.
At the novice level, we can find paraphrase used as another form of repetition:

(6) N : 9 —A, BATVITRO, < EA, D - DEPVoFVR0ETRE,

The paraphrases used by Robert might function in comprehension. That is, he seems to use
paraphrase to ensure that the interviewer can understand him.
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4-2. Repetition types and functions at the intermediate level

For the intermediate level, data & from Eric and data @ from 75 are examined. Eric is classified
as intermediate-low, and 25 as intermediate-high. Firstly it is an important feature that at this
level, in comparison with the novice level, very little contextually unnecessary repetition is to be
found. That is, words and phrases understood clearly from the context are not repeated by the
speakers. Secondly we can find many types of repetition function as a connection both at the
intermediate-low and the intermediate-high levels. Repetition is used as a cohesive device. Tannen

refers to cohesive devices as follows:'

Repetition of sentences, phrases, and words shows how new utterances are linked to earlier

discourse, and how ideas presented in the discourse are related to each other.
Examples (7)-(9) (7 and 8 from Eric, and 9 from Z5) show repetition as cohesive devices.
() N 25K —LATAHLTCDENE K—LATADRENKVANATY -

(8) N : 2 &—ICU @ program 2°#4 - 72 5 ALiEEIT < 2 ) TTIF &
B D program (& 2L w ) DATIT, FEhs

J : &)'_\ %:)/C‘Ti;‘o

N D ldwv, BRAD, 2L Bohohnk AN, b5 VEIEBM VB, £, BEIZ. &,
EFIEHILH . T, MBUEHHLESA. CTHADB AR b s okl o BT EHB
L7z, -

It may be important to observe this kind of repetition, separated by other utterances by the
interviewer and interviewee. It seems to have some relation to the flow of thought and memory.

An important difference between the intermediate-low and intermediate-high non-native speaker
is that at the former level there is still some repetition caused by grammatical weakness, as in the

case of the novice as in example (10)-(12), but very little at the latter level.

(10) N :dH—zE—, Z—lZ—2—1FD, ZH -8,

(1) N: o HATN L, - FELAALICLVOT, kBB, B, RRLEVEFVEL
f\:\ e

(12) N - 2ok, KEBRITE, AJITEIL, T&ho7H, TELL, &

At the intermediate-high level, repetition is found to interactively function for persuasion (13),
involvement (14) and evaluation (15) etc.

(13) J @ = BO— X7 FFNROHEIZLE, - BHERHETTITE,
N:Tb, 2R TE brokhl 1H, A—, 5K 4BIT o L7, 3o
2EE TOBEIARDEE, BHELTHTL L), 56, TITENZEED 2o,
g, BEALIE brokh, Ehb, Bl —h, b0, EELZLESITE, 6500
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(14) J . BrizER, W EIANLLEABD Tdh—,
N7 SABDETE, v
(15) N @ - ZrAD. BHWELHET, 8EL, &, BErHL, HART, T, HEATHEKIZSE £ »

LMEHHLTL &, A0, £, BEVHIDNE) Db iF e, b L, BEFHNIL,

HAT 2R SV 2B ATTIT L, GAd, BEISE EBOET,

At the intermediate-high level, paraphrases not only of the speaker’s own utterances but also
those of the interviewer, are found as well:

(16) J &~ Bish, WHEHKROT LR,

N . ﬂi\/\o ”ﬁ{}%ﬁ\ @gﬁbi Lf\:o

The reflexive Japanese pronoun “jibun”, which is considered an empathy marker, functions in

involvement at this level as follows:

(17 N v, T, dEL, 0, B BEAZFE, -
(18) Nt - ROMEBLT, ALHSOER, I, AEFHLLVATT,

4-3. Repetition types and functions at the superior level
Tannen refers to the function of coherence as interpersonal involvement and remarks as follows:*

This may be the highest-level of function of repetition-- in the sense in which Gregory Bateson
(1972) adapts Bertrand Russell’s notion of logical types to describe the metamessage level of
interaction: the level at which messages about relationships are communicated.

Repetition as a coherent device, at the superior level, is found here, as the following examples
(19)-(21) from David’s data show:

(19) J : EEHHLDUITTHOhZ,
N :xx. 88355 L—ZRDWTOLRS SAH DR —,
(20) I ABRABT. 2V FRPEER, He7z—NL, BBV EBE > T DIhHTL S
imo vl
LREL HD—HB—EITTINED b, HEATEHRELES TR,
Lo F ) EROBRITIAA,
L HHMOBRT b
L%, HHATT IR,
L HBHATTER—, RIR—,

(21)

Z < Z % 2z

At the superior level, the highest frequency of repetition as cohesion among the four levels

examined here is to be found. And this kind of repetition occurs even when separated by several pages
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of transcript.

(22) N o A2 NTUTOFAPENR L) BEHLETR, (.2 of @)
N o PSR, HOR ) HHECAFICEDIDOIE - (p.4 of @)
(23) N o HO—WHEE > TV ) do, MLEE ALV ST -
N o HOWELGE PR b - AT L bohAhl

We can find paraphrases of clauses, larger word units and phrases, frequently used by both @
Danny and ® David. This kind of repetition can be considered to function for comprehension and for

connection such as emphasis.

(24) N :&HLEBZOEN, ~FRELA LR\ O LBEITE AT,
N :BE&DHDLANL, TT 00, EIAITITLL, BEORVWAIE, b9, &K, 135185
DEZIIZLPTPNEVo WA DIE, RolEBNrL e
(25) N :—=®EERHEZOMEL L TEXTHDOT HEADHMBL x2<{HbVIET 2 A0
ML 2% T -

The fourth finding, and one of particular interest, is that speakers at the superior level use
patterned rhythm, in which different words are uttered in the same syntactic and rhythmic paradigm

as in the preceding utterance.

(26) N :XDBVEE LORVERE LHVBRVAEFTVIILE -
(@) N R 7X)AHLTEAR, b5VEARCHLTELL

5. Conclusion

Repetition types and functions have been discussed through the presentation of samples of
non-native speakers at four levels of Japanese oral proficiency -- novice, intermediate-low,
intermediate-high and superior. The deductions made may be imperfect due to the analysis of only
a very restricted amount of data. There may be a tendency for repetition at the novice level to
function predominantly for production and comprehension, while at the intermediate and superior
levels it functions in the context of connection, interaction and coherence. Five functions of
repetition suggested by Tannen seem to form the following hierarchy from the perspective of
Japanese learners:

coherence ) interaction > connection ) comprehension » production

The more proficient the learners are, the more frequently they use the functions on the left of the
hierarchical axis in an interview discourse. In order to prove this, analysis of more data from all
levels, including advanced, will have to be carried out in the near future. Through the analysis of
repetition from transcripts, the particular aspects in which Japanese learners experience difficulties
when speaking can be seen. Teachers of Japanese as a foreign language can benefit from studying this

and apply what they have learnt in the future.
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Notes

1 Deborah Tannen, 1989, p.30
2 Ibid. p.52
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