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ABSTRACT

The aim of the present study is to describe and analyze the English comment clause you
know in a corpus of written sources called Intercorp and a corpus created of eight episodes of the
television series Friends which represents the natural language. The study works with the
presumption that the language of the TV show Friends is in its conversational nature similar to the
natural language of conversations and therefore can be contrasted to the artificial language of
written form. As the Czech translations of both corpora are available to us, the study greatly
focuses on two main aspects: the Czech translation counterparts of the you know comment clause
and their pragmatic functions.

The theoretical part introduces the comment clauses, describing their features and functions,
not only as described by Quirk et al. (1985), but also from the point of view of the discourse
linguists that see the comment clauses like you know as markers and specialize in their research,
mostly Povolna (2010), Stenstrom (1995), Schiffrin (1987) and others. The outline of potential
Czech counterparts is given as well, suggested by Duskova (2009), Bélicova (1993) and duo
Grepl & Karlik (1998, 1999). Moreover, we mention the language of television and the difference
between conventional and audiovisual translation, and the issues associated with it.

The empirical part consists of three sections: the first part analyzes 100 examples of you
know in Intercorp, the second part in Friends, and the third then compares the results of the two
preceding chapters. The analyses proceed in the same direction, focusing first on the Czech
translation counterparts, their syntactic status (i.e. whether they occur as particle expressions,
main clauses, particles, interjections, etc. or are omitted), sentence types and the position the
Czech and English comment clauses. After the comment clauses are distributed based on their
pragmatic functions, the Czech counterparts are taken into account again, their preferences in the
translation corpus are identified as well as is their suitability. The conclusion then summarizes the

findings of the analyses in response to our hypotheses suggested at the beginning of this paper.



ABSTRAKT

Tématem této diplomové prace je popis a analyza tzv. anglickych ,,comment clauses,* tj.
kontaktovych vét you know v korpusu psaného textu (Intercorp) a korpusu vytvoifeného z
osmi epizod seridlu Pratelé (Friends), ktery zastupuje mluvenou podobu jazyka. Analyza vychazi
z predpokladu, ze jazyk seridlu Pratelé je ve své priirozenosti a hovorové povaze blizky
ptirozenému mluvenému jazyku a mize byt tedy porovnan s nepiirozenou formou psaného stylu.
Diky ¢eskym piekladim Prdtel a textd z korpusu Intercorp mizeme tak podrobit analyze nejen
pragmatické funkce kontaktovych vét, ale zaroven také jejich piekladové protéjsky.

Teoreticka Cast prace nabizi sebrany souhrn informaci tykajici se kontaktovych vét, nejen
jak je popisuji Quirk et al. (1985) v jejich anglické gramatice CGEL, ale také pohledy lingvist,
ktefi se zabyvaji analyzou diskursu a na markery typu you know se specializuji, jako naptiklad
Povolnd (2010), Stenstrom (1995), Schiffrin (1987) a dalsi. Ptehled potencidlnich ceskych
prekladovych ekvivalentti, navrzeny Duskovou (2009), Bélicovou (1993) a dvojici Grepl & Karlik
(1998, 1999), je Vv teorii taktéZ nastinén, stejné tak jako jazyk pouZzivany v televiznich seridlech a
rozdil mezi konven¢nim a audiovizualnim ptekladem a nastrahy s tim spojené.

Prakticka cast je rozdélena na tii podkapitoly, prvni zabyvajici se analyzou 100 ptiklada
you know v Intercorpu, druhy analyzou v serialu Prdtelé, a tieti pak porovnava vysledky z
pfedchozich dvou kapitol. Tyto kapitoly v analyze postupuji stejnym smérem, zaméfujici se
nejprve na Ceské prekladové protéjsky, jejich syntakticky status (tedy zda se vyskytuji jako
¢asticove vyrazy, jako hlavni véta v souvéti, Castice, spojka, atd., ¢i jsou vynechdny), vétné typy a
pozici ¢eskych i anglickych kontaktovych vét. Po jejich rozdeleni podle pragmatickych funkci se
ceské protejsky berou v potaz znovu, urcuje se jak jejich preference v prekladovém korpusu, tak
jejich vhodnost. V zavéru se pak shrnuji poznatky z analyz, reagujici na ndmi pfedem stanovené

hypotézy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of the present study is to describe and analyze the English comment clause (CC
henceforth) you know in a corpus of written sources (Intercorp) and a corpus of spoken language
of television (Friends). The study works with the presumption that the language of TV show
Friends is in its conversational nature similar to the natural language of conversations and
therefore can be contrasted to the artificial language of written form. As the Czech translations of
both corpora are available to us, the study greatly focuses on two main aspects: the Czech
translation counterparts of the you know CC and their pragmatic functions. In addition, attention is
paid to their positions (within the clause and the turn), and syntactic and sentence types.

The theoretical part introduces the comment clauses, describing their features and functions.
The base for the account of pragmatic functions and its criteria is predominantly taken from the
monograph Interactive Discourse Markers in Spoken English by Renata Povolna (2010, hereon
referred to as IDM), with additional information from works of Stenstrém (1990, 1994, 1995),
Schiffrin (1987), Brinton (2008) etc. However, the obligatory traditional approach of Quirk et al.
(1985) of their grammar book A Comprehensive Grammar of the English Language (hereon
referred to as CGEL) is outlined as well. The outline of potential Czech counterparts is given
as well, suggested by Duskova in Mluvnice soucasné anglic¢tiny na pozadi cestiny (Mluvnice
henceforth, 2009), as well as by Béli¢ova (1993) and Grepl & Karlik (1998, 1999).

In the methodological part, the material analyzed and the methods used are described in great
detail as well; furthermore, the frequencies of the analyzed CC in our material are compared to
other researchers’ results, and the problems that surfaced during the analysis are dealt with here.
The empirical part consists of three sections: the first two parts each analyze 100 examples of the
you know CC, its general aspect in the corpus, their Czech counterparts and the pragmatic

functions; the third section then compares the two corpora and draws conclusions.


http://www.academia.cz/mluvnice-soucasne-anglictiny-na-pozadi-cestiny-1.html

2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

According to Povolna (IDM: 45), the analyzed phenomenon of CCs* includes “expressions
that appear in spoken interaction where they perform a number of many important pragmatic
functions, thus marking the organization of discourse and enhancing the smooth flow of
interaction;” moreover they reflect “the speaker’s personal involvement and also add liveliness to
the conversation” (Stenstrom 1990: 152). Among the most common examples we can mention
markers you know, you see, | mean or | think?. However, they are “notoriously difficult to describe
in grammatical and semantic terms alone,” as they mostly depend on the context for their

interpretation (Stenstrom 1995: 290).

2.1 Comment clauses according to Quirk et al. (1985)

The most traditional approach towards CCs is that of Quirk et al. (1985). In CGEL, CCs are
described as parenthetical disjuncts that occur initially, finally and medially, and usually have
their own separate tone units. They may be either in the form of finite clauses as content disjuncts
expressing “the speakers’ comments on the content of the matrix clause” or as non-finite style
disjuncts and thus conveying “the speakers’ views on the way they are speaking” (CGEL: 1112).

Quirk et al. (1985: 1112-1113) distinguish six syntactic types of comment clauses:

(i) like the matrix clause of a main clause:
There were no other applicants, | believe, for that job.

(ii) like an adverbial finite clause introduced by as:
I'm working the night shift, as you know.

(iii) like a nominal relative clause:
What was more upsetting, we lost all our luggage.

(iv) to- infinitive clause as a style disjunct:

! Various terms have been used for what we call the comment clauses in this paper, namely: D-items, softeners,
parentheticals, discourse markers, pragmatic markers, pragmatic particles, pragmatic expressions, softeners,
fillers, inserts, fumbles, the interactive discourse markers (a term coined by Povolna: 2010) etc. Erman points
out that the existing terminology is “quite confused and most of the terms used are either too specific, e.g.
hesitation-markers, or too general, e.g. verbal fillers” (Erman 1986: 131). For the purpose of this paper, we
have adopted the term of Quirk et al. comment clauses (CCs) for its traditional use among researchers;
however, the you know CC will be addressed simply as a “marker” as well, for it is a common label used
generally for various types of such phenomena.

2 As Stenstrdm (1990: 137) notes, verbs like mean, know and think are used mostly as transitive verbs in corpora
of written texts, they occur as CCs only in dialogues and only rarely.
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I’'m not sure what to do, t0 be honest.

(v) -ing clause as a style disjunct:
I doubt, speaking as a layman, whether television is the right medium for that story.

(vi) -ed clause as a style disjunct:
Stated bluntly, he had no chance of winning.

However, in Povolnd’s (2003: 72) research of three face-to-face conversations, she
discovers that only the type (i) is common (96%), with some additional instances from type (ii)
and (iv) (3,2% and 0,7% respectively). Biber et al. (1999: 197) support this by noting that CCs
“comment on a thought rather than the delivery of a wording,” thus functioning mostly as content
disjuncts. Moreover, as the you know CC belongs only to the (i) type, the rest are left aside in the

present paper.

2.1.1 Type (i) comment clauses like the matrix of a main clause

Type (i) CCs are similar to main clauses in that they are formed by at least a subject and a
verb and do not start with a subordinator. As stated in CGEL, they can never be considered
independent clauses, as the verb or adjective is of transitive class and therefore lacks object; a
complementation in the form of nominal that-clause which is obligatory elsewhere. Quirk et al.

(1985: 1113) present two such sentences to show the correspondence between them:

(a) There were no other applicants, | believe, for that job.
(b) I believe that there were no other applicants for that job.

Although the two sentences might seem the same, they differ in two important aspects. Firstly, the
relation of subordination is reversed; while the that-clause is subordinate in (b), it is a matrix
clause in (a), and I believe is matrix in (b), while in (a) it is the examined CC, loosely inserted into
the matrix clause. Moreover, the verb believe may be interpreted in two ways in (b) — as having a
definitive or a hedging meaning; in the CC (a), the verb believe is understood only as with the
hedging meaning. However, sometimes the only indication of a CC in the text is the intonation
(marked by a comma in writing) (CGEL: 1113).

Although many clauses of this type are stereotyped, new constructions of CCs can be

somewhat freely invented, eg. The Indian railways (my uncle was telling me some time ago) have




always made a profit (CGEL: 1114). Among the stereotyped type (i) CCs, Quirk et al. (1985)

distinguish four semantic functions:

1) Hedging

The CCs that hedge the presented information “express the speaker’s tentativeness over
the truth value of the matrix clause” (CGEL: 1114). Most frequently, the hedges consist of the
subject | and verb in the present tense; however other forms are possible as well, for example
indefinite subjects such as one, they or it, or the verb may be a modal auxiliary or in the
present perfect tense. Some of the instances are: | believe, | guess, I'm told, | may assume, one
hears, they allege, it is rumoured, it has been claimed, it appears etc.

If the matrix clause is negative, the CC may be negative as well, e.g. They aren’t at

home, I don’t believe., thus expressing even greater tentativeness. Lastly, questions with CCs

are possible as well, e.g. What's he doing, | wonder? (CGEL: 1114).

2) Expressing certainty

The second function is in opposition to the first: it expresses speaker’s certainty over the
content of the matrix clause. Similarly, the most frequent form consists of the subject | and
the verb in the present simple tense, e.g. | know, I'm sure, it's true, there's no doubt, I must say
etc. Certainty may be also expressed by negation, but only with the use of verbs that express
rejection or lack of certainty, e.g. / don’t deny, I don’t doubt (CGEL: 1114). Some CCs may

even have a concessive force, e.g. It’s true, I must say, | admit etc.

3) Expressing emotions
The next function expresses speaker’s feelings and emotional attitudes towards the
content of the commented part. The form is the same as with the two functions above (I fear, |

wish, | hope etc), in addition, we might sometimes use a to-infinitive verb of speaking as well,



e.g. I'm glad to say, I'm delighted to say etc. As some interjections like God knows imply

emotive attitude, they belong into this category as well (CGEL: 1113-1114).

4) Claiming attention / agreement®

The last semantic function is the most hearer-oriented, as it is used to seek the hearer’s
attention or agreement; in addition, they express familiarity between the participants and
overall positive relationship towards the hearer. Formally, they are the most distinctive, as the
subject is usually either you or the implied you in the imperative, e.g. you know, you see, you
realize, you can see, you may know, you must admit, mind you, mark you etc.

There are two types of questions of this function: the negative questions attached to
declarative sentences claim the hearer’s agreement, e.g. It's ethically wrong, wouldn't you
say?; while the positive questions attached to interrogative sentences call for hearer’s

attention, e.g. Is the heating on, do you suppose? (CGEL: 1115).

The CC you know, analyzed in our paper, therefore belongs to the last semantic group.

2.2 Features of comment clauses
In her new monograph, Povolna (2010) offers a summary of CC features based on
suggestions made by Erman (1986), Ostman (1981), Stenstrém (1995) and Brinton (2008), as well
as her own findings (151-152):
a) Phonological features

The most typical comment clauses are short, often phonologically reduced or even unstressed;
however, even long phrases like as it may interest you to know are considered as CCs in CGEL

(1116). Moreover if they are hearer- oriented they usually form a separate tone unit.

b) Syntactic features

CCs are possible at all positions within the turn, although they mostly occur medially. They have
no clear grammatical function, as they stand outside of syntactic structure to which they can be

loosely attached. Moreover, they are optional.

* It is worth mentioning that “tag questions are related to the semantic role (4) of type (i) comment clauses, and
may also be considered comment clauses, “e.g. They're in a great hurry, aren't they?(CGEL: 1115)
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c) Semantic features

Usually, CCs have little or no propositional meaning.

d) Functional features

CCs have multiple functions, operating concurrently on various levels, together with textual and
interpersonal levels, without one function being predominant in a particular context. Moreover,
they are context dependent, so they can have various functions in different or same positions.

However syntactically unnecessary CCs seem, they are pragmatically essential.

e) Sociolinguistic and stylistic features

CCs are typical of spoken discourse, mostly informal, and they are highly frequent in speech.

Moreover, they are person-to-person oriented and required by social situations.

2.3 Criteria used for the classification of comment clauses

Here we will mention several criteria that can be used to classify the CCs, mainly inspired
by Povolna (IDM: 73), but taking into account the research of many other authors (e.g. Stenstrém
1994, 1995, Brinton 2008, and Erman 1986). The categories are: syntactic type, I-/you-orientation,

position, listener’s reaction, prosodic features and the entire situational context.

2.3.1 Syntactic type

In her monograph, Povolna (IDM: 73-76) chooses to follow the syntactic classification
given by Quirk at al. (CGEL), described in detail above (see 2.1), for its most comprehensive
categorization and correspondence of what Quirk at al. call comment clauses with her own study
of interactive discourse markers. Out of the six syntactic types, she distinguishes three content
disjuncts (i. Like the matrix clause of a main clause, ii. Like an adverbial finite clause usually
introduced by as, iii. Like a nominal relative clause) and three style disjuncts®. In her
investigation, Povolna discovers that the first syntactic type — (i) like the matrix clause of a main
clause — predominates the rest of the types, representing between 92-98% of the CCs she analyzed

(IDM :74). Interestingly, out of the 532 instances of CCs, none were of the nominal relative type.

*In her research, Povolna (2010:74) does not include the style disjuncts in non-finite forms, as they are not
common and “not at all typical of spoken discourse.” (see Povolna 2003)

6



However clear the syntactic relation between the comment clause and its ‘anchor’ might
seem from the above classification, several authors have questioned this hierarchical approach,
some even find a discrepancy in CGEL itself (see Stenstrom 1995, Dehé 2009, Brinton 2008). In
pointing out the correspondence between the dependent comment clauses® and sentences
containing indirect statements, both Quirk et al. (1985) and Leech and Svartvik (1983) identify
CCs as being subordinate clauses (see 2.1.1). According to Stenstrom (1995: 296), this presents a
“clash:” as comment clauses are defined as disjuncts, sentence adverbials, that are only “loosely
related to the rest of the clause they belong to,” and therefore, they cannot be subordinate® (Quirk
et al. 1992: 778).

Therefor, Stenstrom (1995: 299) asks whether the comment clauses of type (i) should really
be regarded as disjucnts or rather taken as pragmatic markers, as they are typically used in spoken
conversations and differ from other disjucts in the following aspects:

- they are extremely frequent and highly neutralised in meaning

- they serve a different function in a different position

- they are context and situation dependent

- they are person-to-person-oriented and socially required
- they are syntactically deletable but pragmatically required (ibid.: 299)

Stenstrom (ibid.) is not the only one who proposes to alter the approach of CGEL towards
the CCs, for Schiffrin, in her revolutionary monograph Discourse Markers (1987), analyzes the
comment clauses | mean and you know as being equal to other markers of discourse like well,
then, so etc., proposing a new idea that has set in motion the whole discourse analysis approach.
Dehé (2009: 569) confirms this in her up-to-date paper, as “many authors [agree that CCs are]
integrated into the structure of the host clause.” However, they all admit that “there are problems
in trying to apply criteria categorically in delimiting the class or pragmatic [or discourse]

particles,” especially in relation to their syntactic structure (Ostman in Macaulay 1991: 140).

>According to Quirk et al., comment clauses cannot be independent as they contain transitive verbs or adjectives
that lack complementation (CGEL, 1114).

® In Grammar of Contemporary English (1992: 636), comment clauses are classified as both disjuncts and
conjuncts.



Interestingly, the syntactic issue of CCs goes as far back as to the 1964 when Poldauf
(1964) published his article “The third syntactical plan” where he proposed that all the
“components which place the content of the sentence in relation to the individual and his special
ability to perceive, judge and assess,” i.e. components that express speaker’s attitude on what is
being communicated, belong to the third syntactical plan’. Among the interpretative signals
belonging to the third plan, Poldauf (ibid. 251) mentions CCs I suppose, | think, I believe etc.

In this paper, we adopt the suggestions of Stenstrom (1995) and Schiffrin (1987) of you
know CC functioning as discourse or pragmatic markers instead of separate clauses that stand
outside of the structure commenting on the rest of the sentence. Although we agree that the
markers “occur in some sense cut off from, or on a higher level than, the rest of the utterance,”
(Ostman in Macaulay 1991: 140), being part of the third syntactical plan, we still consider them as
formally part of the clausal units; therefore, following the approach of Macaulay (1991) as well as
the Czech understanding of the phenomena (i.e. the notion of particle expressions) (see 2.5.3),

each you know CC will be analyzed as being part of a clause.

2.3.2 I-/you- orientation

Another criterion of CCs discussed by Povolna (2010) is that of I-/you- orientation that
splits CCs into l-oriented (speaker-oriented) and you-oriented CCs (hearer-oriented). Their
orientation is supported by the results of Povolna’s analysis, where hearer-oriented CCs are much
more frequent in face-to-face and telephone conversations where the speakers interact, rather than

in the radio discussions where the CCs express one’s opinions and ideas (ibid.: 77-90).

2.3.3 Position
One of the consequences of the syntactic independence of CCs is their positional mobility,
for just “like disjunct in general, CCs can occur in initial, medial and final sentence and/or turn

position,” but, unlike disjucnts, they can “occur in more than one position in the same

" The first syntactical plan incudes components like subject and verb; the second syntacal plan includes the
dispensable components like attributes (Povolna 2010: 59).
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sentence/turn” (Stenstrom 1995: 291). Here, a turn is defined as “everything the current speaker
says before the next speaker takes over” (Stenstrom 1994: 4). Although Stenstrom deals with both
sentence and turn positions, Povolna (2010) analyzes only the turn positions. Moreover, Erman
(1986: 132) distinguishes the position within the middle turn: a marker occurring within or
between clause constituents is called an “intrusive element,” while between clauses it is a
“connective element.” However, as the newer approaches to the notion of discourse markers
change (see 2.3.1), the CCs are more than often analyzed as being part of a clause®; therefore, as
Leech and Svartvik (1983: 217) suggest, CCs can be analyzed as “in front-, mid- and end-
positions in the clause,” adding that “the end-position is mainly restricted to informal speech.”

As for the positional preferences of CCs, both Erman and Povolna agree on the medial turn
position being predominantly the most common one. Nevertheless, the you-oriented markers of
Povolna’s analysis appeared to have a slight tendency towards the final position within the turn.
As for the clause positions, there was a significant preference for clause-final positions in

Macaulay’s analysis of Scottish natural conversation (Macaulay 1991: 156).

2.3.4 Listener’s reaction

The category of listener’s responses to CCs mainly concentrates on real conversations, as
staged conversations in novels (and sometimes films) do not have to follow the natural way of
responding correctly. Although mentioned here, this category is excluded from our analysis.

Urbanova (2002:17) points out that there are three ways the current speaker can appeal to
the current hearer to produce some kind of reaction: declarative questions, question tags and
comment clauses, with CCs being the only ones that do not need a question mark following them.
Povolné then distinguishes the following types of reactions (IDM: 109):

* a verbal response, which implies a shift of a current speaker
* a backchannel signal, which does not imply any shift of a current speaker

® In our analysis we identify positions within a clause. Beside the syntactic issues, another reason for leave out
positions in a sentence is that sentences are difficult to identify in natural conversation, “as the connectivity,
ellipsis and intercalation of structures may so obscure syntactic boundaries as to make the identification and
classification of sentences in everyday conversation almost impossible” (Schiffrin 1987: 32).
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2.3.5 Prosodic features

According to Povolné (2010), prosodic features of CCs are essential in that they influence
their pragmatic functions in conversation and with various positions they can distinguish a CC
from a clause with a purely syntactic function. In spoken discourse, the only feature that
determines the function of you know in [1] is the pause that marks the separate tone unit
(represented by commas in writing). From the prosodic features, Povolna studies the “occurrence

99 ¢

of a marker in a separate tone unit,” “the presence or absence of a nuclear tone and its contour
(pitch direction)” and “the co-ocurence of a marker with some hesitation phenomena” (IDM: 83).
[1] You know () I think you 're wrong. (CGEL: 1113)

2.3.6 Entire situational context

The last criterion is the context, one of the most important, as it decides which CC is used,
i.e. “which particular pragmatic function is most appropriate under given contextual
circumstances” (IDM: 85). The meaning of the uttered sentence of a speaker must be therefore
interpreted in respect to both the “immediate context,” e.g. what the previous speaker just said,
and the “wider context,” which takes account of “the speech situation, the topic, the speakers and

their relationship to each other, and the knowledge they share” (Stenstrom 1994:26).

2.4 Pragmatic functions of comment clauses

The pragmatic functions of CCs are recognized based on the classification criteria discussed
above. The functions are taken mainly from Povolna (2010), who distinguishes seven functions®
of which only four are relevant for our analysis: the appealer (A), inform maker (1-M), empathizer
(E) and monitor. The last included function is that of a verbal filler (VF), taken from the

monograph of Stenstrém (1994), which in itself was one of the inspirations for Povolna.

2.4.1 Appealer
According to Povolna (IDM: 92), an appealer (A) is always you-oriented (e.g. you see),

mostly found in final turn positions as a separate tone unit with rising intonation. By using an

% The remaining pragmatic functions of opine marker and markers of certainty and emotion are only l-oriented.
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appealer, or the “confirmation-seeker,” as Erman (1987: 53) calls it, the speaker makes sure the
listener fully understands the content of the communication via seeking some responsive
feedback. Appealer “signifies the current speaker’s effort to make the hearer(s) co-operate and
accept the propositional content of the utterance;” as it also “enhances the smooth flow of the
communication” (IDM: 92). Various appealers can have different “prompting force,” from
somewhat weak you know to fairly strong appealer realized by OK; moreover, the appealer
becomes stronger if it is realized after a pause (Stenstrom 1994: 79-80).

A: Well, Nightingale said he e might want to get away from Lower Netherlands, you see
B: Yes, yes, I wouldn 't be surprised at that, I really wouldn’t (IDM: 92).

2.4.2 Inform marker
Inform markers (I-Ms) are also only you-oriented, with you see and you know as the most

common representatives (although other forms like as you say are possible too). However, unlike
appealers, they do not have to occur as a separate tone unit and their intonation varies'. Inform
markerss are used by speakers to “remind each other of knowledge which they share,” to make it
“part of the activated context of discourse” (IDM: 94); in this function, the markers “have a falling
nucleus or are uttered with low prominence carrying no nucleus at all,” e.g. [2] (CGEL: 1482).
Moreover, they might indicate that some new information or an aspect of it is coming, especially
expressed by you see (Stenstrdm 1994: 90). Interestingly, when the you in you know carries the
nuclear tone, the speaker might be hinting that some underlying message is present in the
utterance, e.g. [3]. You see as well can have a stress variant, for example a “triumphant or
retributive you see,” as in [4] which is uttered with “a wide range of pitch” (CGEL: 1843).

[2] She has reM\ARried you know

[3] I'd like to help him in any way I could, but Y\OU KN/OW  Which could be paraphrased as:

“. .. but there are notorious reasons for my not doing so0, and these you know well”
[4] So | Was RMIGHT | you "S/EE|. (CGEL: 1482-1483).

1% According to Stenstrom (1994: 90) “you know is generally pronounced in a separate tone unit with varying
intonation contours; you see is more often part of a tone unit”

11



2.4.3 Empathizer

Empathizer is another of the solely you-oriented CCs, sometimes consisting of a separate
tone unit, mostly with rising intonation. It is used when “the speaker wants to invite the current
hearer to get more involved in a given interaction,” and to show some empathy and
understanding, often prompting listener’s feedback (IDM: 97). Moreover, its function is described
as “the striving on the part of the speaker to get the addressee to co-operate, or accept the
propositional content of his utterance” (Ostman in IDM: 97)'!. Empathizers are also labelled
“intimacy signals,” as they have “an important social function in spoken interaction” (ibid. 98).

A because she felt this was not the moment for votes for WAOMEN or something of TH\AT sort you
S/EE
B how SPL\ENDID (Stenstrom 1994:127)

2.4.4 Verbal filler*?

Verbal fillers, or stallers, have “no exact meaning or purpose,” and are used when a speaker
has problems formulating the message; according to Stenstrom (1994: 129) they occur mainly at
the beginning, when the speaker takes over the turn without being prepared and needs time to plan
his thoughts. Erman (1987: 52), on the other hand, emphasizes the preference for mid-clause
position, as verbal fillers stand “within constituents ... in order to allow the speaker to do word-
search.” Also, they are called “fumbles,” as they are used when the speaker “fumbles for the
appropriate word or formulation, [trying] to repair his misstep” (House 2009: 186).

A but in fact the civilian insurrection didn’t start until long after the 2:m you know the German
navy mutinied and so on. (Erman 1987: 52)

2.4.5 Monitor
Monitors are typically I-oriented markers, usually realized by I mean. You-orientation is
possible as well, although only when accompanied by I-oriented marker or a discourse marker

well, as in the given example. Monitors are mostly found in medial positions; sometimes they are

1 Although Povolna (2010) uses Ostman’s classification to explain the group of empathizerss, Ostman (1981:17)
attributes this meaning to “every occurrence of you know.”

12 Although Povolné (2010) has inspired her classification of CCs in Stenstrom (1994), she does not recognize
the category of VFs in her monograph. However, as CCs that Stenstrorm (1994) classifies as VFs cannot be
placed in any other group, we have decided to include the function here as well.
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possible at the beginning of a turn as well, although mainly after a short uncomplicated turn of the
previous speaker. Monitors are used during “planning and organization of discourse,” when the
speaker wants to rephrase himself to make the message more understandable, or to make a new
start altogether, e.g. as a reaction to listener’s lack of understanding or approval (IDM: 99).

A you get up at a quarter to six ... oh (Stenstrom 1994: 132)
B quarter to seven . when | come here you see.. well | mean quarter to seven you know - six forty

2.5 Czech equivalents of English comment clauses

As the empirical part of this paper contains the analysis of Czech counterparts of English
CCs as well, it is essential to mention some of their possible realizations; unfortunately, there does
not seem to be any exact counterpart to the English CC. However, it is clear that the counterparts
will belong to a group of contact devices (“kontaktni prostiedky” in Mluvnice), as they are used to
maintain contact between the participants. The only device connected to CCs Duskova mentions
in her Mluvnice (13.35) is the use of contact dative (“kontaktovy dativ”) which is just as CCs part
of Poldauf’s third syntactical plan (1964) (see 2.3.1). Moreover, in listing other contact devices
Duskova gives a direct translation of you know as vis/vite in [5], which in Czech can be identified
as a particle expression (see 2.5.3), for that, this category will be accounted for as well.

[5] “Well, you know, it's not so simple, is it?” he said.
“Vite, neni to tak jednoduché, ze?” rekl. (Mluvnice 16.21.62)

2.5.1 Contact dative

Just as the CCs, dative of contact (“Dativ Kontaktovy,” “Eticky” or “Sdilnosti”) has the
function of establishing and maintaining contact with the listener (Mluvnice: 13.35). Moreover, it
is used to arouse interest in the listener, while expressing intimate relationship between the
participants; for this reason, this type of dative is excluded from the solely intellectual
conversations (Smilauer 1969: 223). In an example from Mluvnice, the contact dative (expressed
by the pronoun vam) has its counterpart formed with the use of a CC you see:

Ona vam zbledla, jako kdyz jdou na ni mdloby.
You see she turned pale as if she were going to faint. (Mluvnice: 3.52.2)
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2.5.2 Contact devices according to Bélicova (1993)

In her article “Ke kontaktovym prostfedkiim v slovanskych jazycich,” Bélicova (1993: 45)
distinguishes three types of contact devices for establishing and maintaining contact between a
speaker and a hearer: a) nominal contact devices (e.g. addressing by names), b) verbal contact
devices and c) devices raising emotional and subjective interest of the hearer (e.g. contact dative).

Among the verbal contact devices used in conversation, Béliova (1993: 45) classifies verb
forms in the second person singular or plural, with the meanings connected to listening, seeing,
understanding, imagining and to capacities like knowledge, opinion, belief, speech etc.

She lists several examples: vis, to vis, chdpes, vidis, jak vidis, rozumis, dovedes si
predstavit, znas to, jak myslis, poslys, poslechni, heled, koukej, podivej se, povaz, predstav
si, pochop, no rekni, nerikej, nepovidej, nechtej vedet, nemysli si, pockej, ale jdi, ale dej
pokoj, pockejme, hledme, dejme tomu, reknéme etc. (ibid. 45)

These contact devices can stand as separate replies or as part of the proposition, regardless
of their position which can be initial, medial or final. In their indicative mood, they usually appeal
to the hearer to recognize the common grounds of the participants. Moreover, Bélicova (ibid. 46)
mentions that the distinction between interrogative and indicative intonation in these cases is often
irrelevant and, therefore, the discussed device can be viewed from both positions; however, the
interrogative intonation can be marked in orthography by a question mark: eg. Vis, ono je to
information or calls for hearer’s attention, e.g. poslys, koukni, heled. Sometimes it can express
speaker’s surprise, e.g. A Hanka se rozvadi B: Nepovidej!/ Ale jdi!; here the imperative stands as

a separate reply (ibid. 46).

2.5.3 Particle expressions (PEs) according to Grepl & Karlik (1998, 1999)

In fact, what BéliCova (1993) describes as verbal contact devices are originally
superordinate clauses that have undergone the process of particulazition (“partikulizace” or
“zCasticovani”) and were contracted into the new particle form (“stazeni (kontrakce) souvétnych

konstrukei”). Via a semantic shift, their verbs have weakened until their verbal meaning has

14



disappeared, acquiring the function of particles (Grepl & Karlik 1998: 403). The speaker uses
them to express the intention of his utterance or what is his stance towards it. Just as Quirk at al.
(1985) compare | believe as a matrix clause and as a comment clause (cf. 2.1.1), Grepl & Karlik
(1999: 143) compare the words myslet and vedet:

Myslim na matku. (a verb) vs. Pavel myslim uz nep#ijde. (a particle) (ibid. 143)
To vis, Ze Petr prijede? (a verb) vs. To vis (,) prijede babicka.( a particle) (ibid. 145) 13

Grepl & Karlik (1998: 400-401) called these instances particle expressions (PEs, “Casticové
vyrazy”) and hereon we will refer to such contact elements (e.g. vis§ or poslys) as particle

expressions as well.

2.6 The language of sitcoms

The language of the sitcom Friends should be commented on here as well. Ideally, we
would be able to analyze and compare natural conversation to the direct speech of novels, both in
English and Czech; however, as none of the material containing natural conversation has been
translated into the Czech language we are bound to use the closest thing to it that exist with
translation: the language of film and television.

According to Toolan (2000: 169) “on film, characters can speak entirely as naturally and
authentically as they might in real life;” however, it is questionable to what extent is the speech of
television close to that of real life. Conversations in films are part of the so-called “prefabricated
discourse, [which] imitates reality but cannot include all the hesitations, repetitions and syntactic
anomalies that actual oral discourse contains” (Chaume 2004: 850). In his work, Television
dialogue: the sitcom Friends vs. natural conversation, Quaglio (2009: 13) deals with this issue,
stating that television dialogues have to sound natural as “otherwise, viewer identification with the
show characters can be negatively impacted, thus, potentially, affecting the success of the show.”

This “naturalness” is then reflected in that “Friends presents high frequencies of the vast majority

¥ The omission of conjunctions is explained by the nature of these particle expressions as they function as
comments of the speaker on the content (ibid. 400-401).
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of features typifying conversation,” although when looked at closely, he discovers differences that
distinguish these two from each other (ibid. 139):
e Friends shares the core linguistic features that characterize natural conversation.
e Vague language (e.g. kind of, you know, I mean, maybe, the noun of vague reference
thing, etc.) is much more pervasive in natural conversation than in Friends.
e Friends presents higher frequencies of linguistic features marking emotional language,
e.g. adverbial intensifiers (so, really), expletives (damn, sucks), emphatic do etc.*
e Friends presents higher frequencies of linguistic features marking informality, e.g. slang
terms, vocatives, greetings, some linguistic innovations and expletives etc.*
e Natural conversation has a higher degree of narrativeness when compared to Friends,
e.g. past tense verbs, perfect aspect, third-person pronouns, public verbs etc.*

e Some differences between the two corpora are due to restrictions and/or influences of the
televised medium®’ (ibid. 139).

For our analysis, it is the lesser vagueness presented in Friends that is of main interest, as
CC you know is one of the markers of vagueness that Quaglio (2009) explores. In general, vague
expressions (e.g. a hedge kind of, stance marker maybe, modals, copular verbs etc.) are highly
frequent in natural conversation, as they “can mitigate the potential negative impact that an overly
direct utterance might have” and the imprecision they create also speeds up the communicative
process (ibid. 142). However, they occur less in his analysis of Friends: the CC you know turns
out to be even three times less frequent. The reason for this difference seems to be the need to be
understood by the wide audience: “for the language of the show to be easily understood (and the
vagueness easily interpretable), the level of vagueness should be as ‘global’ as possible, which is

likely to compromise the naturalness of the dialogues” (ibid. 78).

2.7 Conventional translation vs. audio-visual translation
Lastly, it is important to mention the constraints of audio-visual translation in comparison to

the conventional translation. Although both types of translations express “a meaning which is

4 Among possible reasons for such overuse in Friends are the “situational factors, as the characters share close
relationships and topics tend to revolve around dating, love, and romantic relationships” (Quaglio 2009: 105).
> Quaglio (2009: 120) explains such overuse in three ways: “the attempt to make the language of Friends
credible and authentic, the extremely close relationships shared by the characters, and the creation of humour.”
18 Linguistic features associated with narrativeness are less frequent in Friends due to its “discourse immediacy,
[ie.] a focus on immediate concerns, as opposed to the recount of past events which do not directly impact what
is happening at the present moment or will happen in the near future” (ibid. 146, see ibid.123-137).

7 An example of restrictions imposed by the television network is the lack of expletives shit and fuck (normally
common expletives in natural conversation) which were prohibited to be used on the show.
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communicated in the source language into the target language as according to the meaning

(13

contained in the source language,“ they differ in the process of translation and in many
peculiarities that define it (Gibova 2012: 27). Literary translation is not limited in space (except in
poetry), the translator may use as many words and syllables to express the meaning of the original
text as possible, provided the meaning does not alter; moreover if a text requires further
clarification, the translator can add explanations or footnotes (Krajickova 2010: 15). However,
this is not possible in audiovisual translation.

Language transfer in audiovisual translation can be either “visual,” i.e. subtitling, or aural,
where “the original voice track of the film or programme is actually replaced by a new one,” i.e.
dubbing®® (Luyken 1991: 11). Unlike in literature, where the only means of meaning is the text, in
film the message is conveyed by “the whole audiovisual opus i.e. image, acting, sound and
language,” therefore the language transfer replaces only the spoken language, creating a new
synchronous whole (ibid: 154). Moreover, as the film is dubbed for a new audience, the given
information has to be sometimes changed in order to be understood, e.g. the American exams
SAT’s are transferred in the Czech version as “pfijimacky” with “body”:

Uh, he took the SAT’s for me / Ale, délal za mé prijimacky.
1 knew you didn’t get a 1400! / Ja védela Zes nemohla dostat tolik bodii! (SO9EQ7)

Another aspect that influences the language transfer of films is the necessary
synchronization with the image, where the actor’s lip movements have to correspond with the new
sound, therefore the translator also “needs to respect the rhythm and particularities of speech” of
the actors (Krajickova 2010: 37). This often leads to “omissions and condensation of the original
text” (Luyken 1991: 155). For these reasons, it can be expected that some of the you know CCs
used in Friends might be omitted, as they do not convey any important propositional meaning and

can be — compared to other phrases — considered redundant™.

'8 Other aural audiovisual translation is a voice-over; however, its description is not necessary for our purposes.
9 1n his translation analysis of discourse markers, Chaume (2004) discovers that only 40% of all you know
instances in the film Pulp Fiction were translated in the dubbed version.
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3. MATERIAL AND METHOD

3.1 Material

The present paper provides an analysis of 200 instances of the English comment clause you
know supplemented with their Czech counterparts: 100 examples from works of literature and
other 100 from a sitcom called Friends®. Consequently, each group of examples requires

different excerption.

3.1.1 The Intercorp corpus and its excerption

The material for the first part of our analysis was extracted from the translation corpus
Intercorp®. Firstly, several contemporary works of British and American literature were selected
and scanned for you know CCs?; secondly, all finite clauses containing both you know and at the
minimum an object were eliminated, and the Czech counterparts of you know were identified; the
selection stopped when the number of 100 CCs was reached®.

The included works then include: J. K. Rowling’s (1997) Harry Potter and the
Philosopher’s Stone (instances marked from JKR 1 to JKR 21), John Grisham’s The Street
Lawyer (1998; JG_SL 1 to _15), Brethren (2000; JG_B_1 to _6) and The Client (1993; JG C 1

to 23), Mark Frost’s The List of Seven (1993; MF 1 to 6), and Jonathan Franzen’s The

% |deally, we would be able to use the language of natural conversation from the London-Lund Corpus of
Spoken English (see Svartvik 1990); however, as the corpus lacks Czech translation, the sittcom Friends was
chosen instead.

2 Intercorp is a multilingual parallel translation corpus that is available online and is provided by Charles
University, Faculty of Arts in Prague, for academic purposes only: http://www.korpus.cz/intercorp/.

22 No special query for the search was required.

23 Interestingly, there proved to be some tendencies in the translated works. While some of them included variety
of Czech counterparts (e.g. vis, rozumis, totiZ, pochop) others consisted only of vis/vite and some zero
counterparts. It has to be noted that due to “their multifunctionality and context-boundness” CCs, just as all
discourse markers, pose many difficulties for the translators (Aijmer and Simon-Vandenbergen, 2011: 236).
Sometimes, this problem results in underuse (omission of the markers from the translation) or overuse of the
markers. Here, the latter signifies that “the translator may opt for corresponding items in the target language,
although the frequency of (those particular types of) discourse particles is actually lower in the target language
than in the source language” (Aijmer and Simon-Vandenbergen, 2003: 1132). In our case, we have
encountered both the tendencies: an example of overuse can be Irving’s A Widow for One Year where all
fifteen Czech counterparts to the analyzed CC had some form of védét; an example of underuse then can be
Lindsey’s A Loving Scoundrel where out of 21 instances of you know, thirteen were equivalent to zero
counterparts and five to some form of védér. For this reason, such works were excluded from the analysis as
inadequate.
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Corrections (2001; JF_1 to _29)**. Apart from The Client, all instances of CC you know were
included in the analysis; Grisham’s The Client was added to the list last and therefore only the
needed 23 instances of you know were used. All the examples with their assigned codes can be

found in the Appendix No. 1.

3.1.2 The Friends corpus and its excerption

The excerption of the material for the second part of our analysis turned out to be slightly
more complicated, as the transcripts of Friends cannot be found in any corpus; therefore, the
English version of the sitcom was taken from the internet, while its Czech version was transcribed
by the author herself from videos of Friends. The English material was taken from a fan-page
<http://www.livesinabox.com/friends>* which contained transcripts of all episodes of Friends,
transcribed by several fans. However, to ensure precision, each transcript was compared to the
video with the original audio as well; moreover, the official subtitles provided on the DVD were
also taken into account, in cases where the position or intonation of the CC was ambiguous.

The analyzed episodes were selected rather randomly; the first episode to be chosen was
“The One With The Male Nanny,” the sixth episode of season nine (S09E06),?® and the rest seven
following episodes were added in order to collect the 100 needed instances of the CC you know.
Out of the seventeen found instances in the last episode (S09E13) only the first eleven were used,
as no more were needed. The episodes with their codes used in the analysis then are: “The One
with the Male Nanny” (S09E06 1 to SO9E0 23), “The One with Ross's Inappropriate Song”
(SO9EO07 1 to _8), “The One with Rachel's Other Sister” (SO9E08 1 to 12), “The One with
Rachel's Phone Number” (SO9E09 1 to 17), “The One with Christmas in Tulsa” (SO9E10 1 to

_10), “The One Where Rachel Goes Back to Work (SO9E11 1 to 4), “The One with Phoebe's

24 Each example was assigned a code (see above) for easier identification and reference, composed of initials of
the author and, if needed, the work and the order of the example in the given work, e.g. JG_C_12 is the twelfth
instance of you know CC in John Grisham’s The Client.

»The webpage was taken from Quaglio (2009) who used it for his analysis of Friends in Television Dialogue:
the sitcom Friends vs. natural conversation. He chose it for the quality and accurateness of the transcripts, as
well as the additional information included in the analyzed transcripts like hesitations (e.g. oh, er), emphasis
(e.g. Yeah, a-a-and clean. Not just health department clean... Monica clean.) or scene descriptions.

% This episode (SO9E06) was scanned for the you know CCs before the actual analysis took place, to see whether
the sitcom Friends was suitable for our purposes.
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Rats” (SO9E12 1 to 15),“The One Where Monica Sings” (SO9E13_1to 11)?". All the examples
with their assigned codes can be found in the Appendix No.2.

The search for the Czech counterparts then meant watching each episode in Czech language
(videos dubbed by Ceskd televize) and transcribing corresponding sentences. The way of
transcription was modelled on several pieces of the official script found in a work of
M.Krajickova (2010), e.g. the names of the characters were transcribed as they sound in Czech:
Cendler, Rejcl etc.?® This was done by the author herself, as no internet transcriptions or official
scripts could be found®®. All Czech videos were streamed (i.e. viewed online) on a webpage

<http://www.sledujuserialy.cz>%.

3.1.3 The frequencies of you know occurrences in Friends and Intercorp
Moreover, it is interesting to mention the difference between the frequencies of the two
types of material, which is presented in the statistical survey in Table 1. It includes the total word

count of every novel and every episode and the number of occurrences of the searched CC; for

|32

precise comparison, the frequency per 1000 words is given as wel

105903 139539 199499 147791 772966
21 15 6 6 29 70 (23 | 147 (100)

0,06 0,04 0,15 0,47 0,19

24939

23 8 12 17 10 4 15 17 (11) | 106 (100)
6,37 2,83 3,68 5,8 3,58 1,34 5,34 4,58 4,25
Table 1: The frequencies of you know occurrences in Friends and Intercorp compared

% The codes assigned to the instances of you know were left identical to the codes generally used on the internet,
only completed by a number signifying the order of the example in the given work, e.g. SO9E13 2 is the
second instance of you know CC in the thirteenth episode of 9th season of Friends.

% Krajickova (2010) analyzed three episodes of Friends in her work The Friends: Linguistic, Cultural and
Technical Problems of Dubbing Translation, for which she used official scripts from Ceskd televize. The
scripts were obtained by courtesy of one of the translator, who unfortunately lost all, but these three. As three
scripts would not suffice to obtain all 100 examples, other episodes were chosen to be analyzed.

°In an email, Alena Poledfidkov4, the main translator of the series, confirmed that neither she nor Ceskd televize
still own the scripts.

%0 <www.sledujserialy.cz> is a website that provides streaming of various TV shows dubbed in Czech.

31 The number in the brackets stands for the number of instances used later in the analysis.

%2 For the comparison, the total number of found instances is used in both SO9E13 and The Client, although not
all were later used in the actual analysis.
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Not surprisingly, the table shows that CC you know is twenty-two times more common in
the sitcom Friends (4,25) than in the works of literature ( 0,19), as the former consists only of

t.33

direct speech, while the latter does not.*> However, had it not been for the unusually high number

of occurrences in The Client, the difference between the numbers would have been even wider.

3.1.4 The average frequencies of you know in Friends, Intercorp, LLC and LGC

Lastly, we can compare our findings from Friends and Intercorp with the results of
analyses of conversational English. Besides the numbers from Quaglio’s research (2009) who
used American English of the American subcorpus of the Longman Grammar Corpus (LGC

)3, we have used the data from Povolna’s research (2003%), who used three face-to-

henceforth
face conversation of British English from the London-Lund Corpus (LLC henceforth)*. However,
as the results of LLC and LGC were so distinct, we include other results available to us, namely

those of Erman®’ (1987) and Muzikant*® (2007) who both used the LLC as well.

772966 24939 15000 590000 10000 60000
147 106 155 2648 42 279
0,19 4,25 10,33 4,49 4,2 4,65

Table 2: Comparing you know frequencies in corpora of Intercorp, Friends, LLC and LGC.

As follows from the Table 2, the texts of Povolna’s (2003) face-to-face conversation
contain 155 instances of you know CC with the frequency of 10,33 per 1000 words, two times
more than Quaglio’s (2009) texts, which contain 4,49 per 1000 words. However, the data from the

remaining two, Erman (1987) and Muzikant (2007), that use the same LLC as Povolna (2003),

%% The total word count for Friends includes only the speech of the characters. The character’s names indicating
their turn and the descriptions of scenes were deleted for the purpose of this analysis.

**Quaglio (2009: 39) uses the American subcorpus of the Longman Grammar Corpus of seventeen texts of
590000 words in total, a conversational corpus (as he calls it) created to match the size of the Friends corpus.
% Ideally, we would be able to use the results of Povolna’s (2010) research, as her monograph serves as a
guideline for this paper; however, she does not always distinguish between you see and you know CCs in her

new monograph. For that reason, the data from her earlier work have been included here.

% povolné (2003) uses S.1.3, S.1.5 and S.1.8 texts (5000 words each) of the LLC (see Svartvik: 1990).

¥ Erman (1987:36) analyzes twelve texts from the LLC in his analysis, each containing 5000 words: S.1.1,
S.1.2,S.14,S.15,S.16,S.1.8,S.1.9,S.2.3,S.2.5, S.2.6, S.2.14 and S.3.3 (see Svartvik: 1990).

%Muzikant’s research (2007) was carried out for his diploma thesis at the Masaryk University in Brno, analyzing
the CCs | mean, you see and you know in spoken British English. In his analysis he uses the S.1.4 and S.1.13
texts (each containing 5000 words) of the London-Lund Corpus (see Svartvik: 1990).
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contain the same frequencies as Quaglio (2009), 4,65 and 4,2, respectively; these comparisons
thus show that there is no difference between the American and British language, rather there is a
difference between the texts and their speakers.

Contrary to our expectations, the results of Friends yield almost the same frequency as the
majority, 4,25 occurrences per 1000 words, showing that the chosen episodes are rich in the you
know markers just as the British and American natural conversations. The frequencies of the

Intercorp corpus, on the other hand, are far lower than the rest of the conversational corpora.

3.2 Method

The analytical part of this paper consists of three sections. The first two sections analyze
you know CC in works of literature of Intercorp and in Friends separately (4.1. and 4.2), the third
section compares them and draws conclusions (4.3). Firstly, the English CCs you know will be
described in respect to their overall environment as well as their position within a clause and
within a turn. Secondly, the Czech counterparts of the you know CC will be given and analyzed
syntactically and semanticaly. Lastly, the pragmatic functions will be identified, classified and

described accordingly, with respect to their Czech counterparts as well.

3.3 Problems in the analysis
Although the theoretical background may serve as a valuable guideline for our analysis,
analyzing concrete examples is not always clear and easy, involving a lot of subjective

interpretation; for that reason, some issues need to be mentioned here first.

3.3.1 Context

It has to be noted that the online corpus Intercorp does not provide much context. Firstly,
because the CCs are spread out over the whole book and for complete comprehension of the
context we would have to know all the analyzed material (i.e. have read The Client, Brethren
etc.), and secondly, because the excerption does not provide more than four lines of surrounding

text. This limitation then complicates the analysis, as context is very important in determining the
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pragmatic function. On the other hand, the Friends corpus of eight episodes provides the whole
texts without limitations (mainly because the CCs are much more frequent and therefore the

corpus material is short), and therefore we are aware of the whole context.

3.3.2 Positions

When describing CCs, the authors often mention their positional mobility and preferences
(see 2.3.3); the position can be described within turns®® as well as within the clause,* both of
which are taken into consideration in our analysis. However, it is not always clear what is meant
by each position, therefore we provide with detailed explanation:

a) Position within a clause, taken from Macaulay (2000: 754):

You know can occur in initial position in the clause..., in medial position..., or in final
position in the clause. By initial position is meant either the first position in the clause
or immediately following a coordinating conjunction, [an address such as a name*']
or a discourse marker such as well; by medial position is meant any position preceded
and followed by any constituent other than a coordinating conjunction or a discourse
marker; and by final position is meant a position followed by no constituent other
than a terminal tag such as and that.

However, the position might occasionally seem unclear when the CC occurs in the middle of
the utterance, appearing as if being between two clauses, as in the case of [6] or [7]. Here,
based on the position, the CC could belong to either of the two clauses; it is by context,
prosody and the concrete situation that the relation, and consequently the position, is identified.
In [6], the CC belongs to the first clause and is therefore identified as being in the clause-final
position, while in [7] it belongs to the second clause and is thus identified as in the clause-
initial position.
[6]Well, when we first met, you know, | thought you were pompous and arrogant and obnoxious.
Ze jsem si nejditv myslela, Ze jste protivny, arogantni a nafoukany. (S09E12_4)

[7] He'll get some flowers, you know, make it look nice.
Da tam néjaky kytky, rozumis, aby to vypadalo slusne. JG_ST _7)

% In other publications (e.g. F. Jabeen, M. A. Mahmood and S. Arif: 2011), markers were also described in
respect to the sentence. However, this approach has been disregarded, as the boundaries of sentences are rather
artificial, and especially in acoustic form unidentifiable.

“% In older publications (before publication of Schiffrin’s book Discourse Analysis in 1987), the comment clauses
were considered as standing outside of the structure of the clauses, and therefore their position was described
differently (e.g. Erman, 1986).

*! The address, such as a name, is additional information added by the author of this thesis based on the findings.
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b) Position within a turn

The conditions for identifying positions within a turn are the same as defined by
Macaulay (2000) above, only they are extended over the boundaries of the clause and are
localized within a turn. By turn, we mean “everything the current speaker says before the next
speaker takes over” (Stenstrom 1994: 4). Therefore, by initial position within a turn is meant
either the first position in a turn or immediately following a coordination conjunction,
discourse marker, or an address. By medial position is meant any position preceded and
followed by any clause of the same turn or constituent other than a coordinating conjunction,
discourse marker or a vocative. By final position is meant a position within a turn followed by

no constituent other than a terminal tag such as and that.

3.3.3 Pragmatic Functions

Although we give a thorough description of the functions (see 2.4ff), at a closer look we
find that some distinctions disappear as they are relevant to more than just one group. First of all,
both appealer and empathizer are used to make the hearer co-operate and accept the proposition of
the message. Secondly, the suggested uses of an inform marker can mislead into interpreting all
the analyzed CCs as having such function; actually, as passing new information (the rheme) is a
large part of communication, most of the CC instances could be analyzed as inform markers.
After our analysis we have come to several conclusions that help the distribution of pragmatic
functions.

First, the inform markers should only introduce new information, remind of shared
information or point to an underlying message (see 2.4.2.); therefore if an example (e.g. [8])
reminds of shared knowledge, but the purpose of the message is to achieve understanding of the
hearer, the CC can be identified as an appealer or, as in the case of [8], an empathizer.

[8] "I don't know. It's sort of scary, you know. Seeing a dead man and all."”
"J& nevim. Je to prece hrozny vidét mrtvyho a vitbec vsechno. “ (JG_C_6)

As for appealers and empathizers, the differentiation is slightly easier. Based on Povolna’s

research (2010), we can expect the number of appealers to be much lower; also, their formal
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characteristics are quite different from those of empathizers. However, some CCs might function
as appealers without having their prototypical features (final turn position with rising intonation).
[9] is an example of such an appealer — its position is turn-medial and its counterpart is a particle
without any prompting force. However, the speaker does not seek understanding nor empathy of
the listener, but wants him to react or to agree. Over all, appealers are much stronger in their
prompting force than empathizers.

[9] Look at these videos. You know, | mean, who does he think he is?
Vidis ty kazety? Co si viastné o sobé mysli? (S09EQ7_2)

Lastly, it is the translation equivalents that can help us in resolving ambiguous cases;
however, we cannot completely rely on those as translators may misinterpret the meaning as well,

or change them altogether (see 4.1.3.4).

3.3.4 Particles vs. interjections in the Czech language

In some of the cases, the borderline between the particles and interjections in the Czech
language poses problems for the analysts. As proposed in the Encyklopedicky slovnik cestiny.
(2002: 62) particles are one of the parts of speech that “are delineated very diversely,” and rather
than taken as a homogenous group, they are “an aggregate of some independent groups of
particles™. For that reason, certain forms in the Czech language are considered particles by some
grammars books and interjections by others; Vondracek (1988) intends to summarize the
discrepancy in his article “Citoslovce a ¢astice — hranice slovniho druhu.” To give an example
from Vondracek (1988), a tag Ze jo? belongs to group of affirmative particles according to Slovnik
spisovného jazyka ceského (Havranek: 1989), while according to the Prirucni mluvnice cestiny
(Grepl et al. 1995: 357) it belongs to a group of contact interjections. Likewise, forms like ze jo?,
j6, no?, no jo yield similar results, although most of the grammars place the tags among particles.
For that reason, these forms are identified in our paper as belonging to a group of particle contact

devices (“kontaktové prostiedky - ¢astice”) following the propositions of Grepl et al. (1995).

*2 Translation made by the author of this thesis.
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3.4 Hypotheses

Based on the information described in the theoretical part of this paper we have come up

with several hypotheses:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

The sitcom Friends is in its nature very close to a real natural conversation.

The material from Intercorp will reflect Friends in positions and number of pragmatic
functions, which in itself will be similar to the results of the analyses done on natural
conversations.

The number of zero counterparts will be high in both corpora, as the particle expressions such
as vis are not as common in the Czech language.

The possible realizations of the Czech counterparts mentioned in 2.5 will appear in both the
corpora, mainly the particle expressions aka verbal contact devices; however, the
counterparts will be more natural-sounding in Friends.

Appealers will be rare (although less so in Friends, as the dialogue is more dynamic and
imposing), mostly appearing in turn-final position. Their Czech counterparts will have strong
prompting force and therefore will not be realized by zero counterparts.

Inform markers will be the most common in both corpora, indicating new information and
shared knowledge of the speakers.

Empathizers will not be as common as inform markers, they will not have any preferred
position, but their Czech counterparts will reflect their empathic nature. They will be more
common in Friends due to the close relationship of the characters

Verbal fillers will occur in clause medial positions and will be more common in Friends than
in Intercorp, as they might be unnatural in written speech. Their Czech equivalents will often
be zero or counterparts that are semantically rather empty.

Monitors will be scarce in both corpora, occurring only if accompanied by other markers as

well, especially | mean.
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4.  ANALYSIS

4.1 You know (from Intercorp)

As CC you know is an element of spoken language it is no surprise that all occurrences
found in the excerption are part of character’s direct speech; although a CC in an internal
monologue addressed to the readers would be possible as well. Surprisingly, none of the you
pronouns are reduced to y’, although Crystal and Davy (1981: 92) mention that its almost

inaudibility is often reflected so in writing.

4.1.1 Positions of you know CCs (from Intercorp)

As regards the position of you know CCs, we discuss the positions within the turn as well as
the positions within a clause (see 3.3.2), both demonstrated in Table 3. Within the turn, the least
common turns out to be the initial position (1), with only 10% of instances of turns starting with
the CC you know; the final position is only slightly more common than that of the former, with
seventeen instances. The remaining 73% then all consist of CCs in the medial position; out of the
73, only seventeen appear in between constituents, as the so called “intrusive elements” (see
2.3.3) that appear in the medial position of a clause [10], and the remaining 56 consist of the

“connecting elements” that occur within a turn and seemingly between the clauses, with 24 in the

IM [11] and 32 in the FM position [12] in relation to the clause. In total, almost half of all the

100 100 100
Table 3: positions of you know CC (Intercorp)

*3 | stands for initial position, M stands for medial position and F stands for final position.

* 11 stands for clause-initial and turn-initial position; IM stands for clause-initial but turn-medial position; MM
stands for medial position in both the clause and the turn; MF stands for clause-final and turn-medial position;
FF stands for final positions in both the clause and the turn
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instances (49%) occur as terminating the clauses and 34% as introducing them. Moreover, eight of
the IM position do not occur in the immediate initial position as they are preceded five times by
the conjunction and, twice by the discourse marker well and once by a name of the addressee [13],
helping the identification of clause positions as in [11]; however, as these elements have no
propositional meaning they do not influence the position of the CC (see 3.3.2). Interestingly, no
instances of a final you know followed by a tag or similar were found in our corpus.

[10] And he's got tons of work, so he's not always after me for, you know, favours.”

A ma fiiru prdce, takze mi neni v jednom kuse v patdch, rozumis, aby mi udélal, co mi na ocich
uvidi.” (JF_25)

[11] “There are at least six bedrooms, and you know, it looks like they're going to fill them. (JF_1)
“Maji tam nejmin Sest loznic, a abych ti pravdu rekla, vypada to, Ze je staci vSechny zaplnit.

[12] "I was scared, you know, but I just wanted to see what was going on. That's not a crime, is it?"

"Meél jsem strach, Vite, ale taky jsem chiél videét, co se bude dit. To prece neni Zddny zlocin, Ze
ne?" (JG_C_7)

[13] “Ed, you know, they got computers down in Little Rock,” Don Armour said. (JF_19)

Reknu ti, Ede, dole v Little Rock maji uz i pocitace,” nedal se Don Armour vyrusit z tivah.

4.1.2 Czech translation counterparts of you know CCs (from Intercorp)
Before proceeding to the classification of pragmatic functions and their corresponding
counterparts, we should first mention the Czech translation counterparts of you know as a whole

(Table 4). First of all, it has to be noted that while at first sight the range of translated items seems

vi§/vite/ vis, Ze 19 (13/5/1) rozumis§/rozumite/rozumis? 10 (8/1/1)
vis?/vite? 7 (5/2) poslys / pochop 3(2/1)
to piece vite / vi§ prece, Ze 3 (2/1) jasny?/jasné?/je vam jasné, ze? 3 (1/1/1)
abys védelabys vedela/abyste védeli | 4 (2/1/1) | ‘o ;;’edaﬁvssﬁlgt"cf‘sf:g viak tZOnZ‘Il:S/ 5 (1/1/2/1)
chépete/chapete?/chapejte 4(2/1/1) to ti teda r;‘f;%ﬁfﬁ‘a“/ abychti 1 3 (1/1/1)
sam vite, ze/ sam vi§, Ze 2 (1/1) piece 2
vsak vi§ 3 taky 1
to vis 3 no uznej! 1
vis co 1 na to nezapomeiite! 1
vis to? 1 totiz 1
vis, co myslim 1 hele 1
dative + vis§ 1 tedy 1
zero counterpart 18 tieba 1
Total 100

Table 4: Czech translation counterparts of you know CCs (Intercorp)
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wide (there are several single translations*), at a closer look, we discover that up to 45 translation
instances make up of some form of the verb vedeér, mostly the second person singular vis,
sometimes accompanied by various particles (e.g. to, piece, vsak). The zero translations are not as
high as we have expected, with only eighteen cases of omissions. Other groups of translations
revolve around the verbs chdpat, rozumet, zndat or rict, of which most of them are actually the

particle expressions (PE), the grammaticalized verbs (see 2.5ff), just as the forms of véder.

4.1.2.1 The syntactic status of Czech counterparts of you know (Intercorp)

Although English and Czech are two very distinct languages, both the English CC you know
and most of its Czech equivalents are formally very similar: e.g. vis, rozumis; they are identified
as the so called particle expressions (PESs), the parenthetical comments (see 2.5ff).

The Table 5 shows that 64 instances were identified as the PEs; they range from one [14] to
four words expressions [15], mostly formed by a deverbal particle that stands as a core of the
expression, accompanied by other particles like vzdyt, vsak, prece, to etc. It is interesting to
mention that five of the PEs have the morphological form of a conditional with the connective

function, abych/abys as in [15]*". Also, the PE in [14] is slightly different from others as it is not

Vis(13™); vite(5); vis?(5); vite?(2); to prece vite (2); abys vedeél(2);
abys védéla; abyste védéli; chapete(2); chapete?; chapejte; pochop, vSak
Particle Expression 64 vi§ (3); to vi§ (3); vi§ co; vi§ to?; rozumi$ (8);rozumite; rozumis?;vsak
to znate; vSak to znas(2); jasny?; jasné?; posly$(2);to ti teda feknu;
teknu ti; abych ti pravdu fekla

Superordinate Clause 6 vi§ prece, ze; Vis, ze; znés to, jak; je vam jasné, ze?; sam vite/vis, Ze;
Particle 5 totiz; prece (2); taky; tieba
Separate Sentence 3 Vis, co myslim.; Chlapek, cos ho.. co ses s nim znala.; No uznej!
MC in a Compound 1 Na to nezapomeiite!
Interjection 1 hele
Conjunction 1 tedy
contact dative + vi$ 1 zrovna se ti tu divam do novin, vi$
Zero counterpart 18
Total 100

Table 5: The syntactic status of Czech translation counterparts (Intercorp)

** By single translations we mean instances of Czech counterparts that occur only once.

*® The numbers in brackets represent the number of instances found in the corpus. If no number is given, only
one instance of such case was found.

*"The conditional forms of the verb byt often blend with conjunctions in a sentence, obtaining a connective
function in the process: e.g. “aby, kdyby: abych, kdybych nesl” (See Miuvnice Cestiny 2, Tvaroslovi 1986: 425)
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formed by a verb but by an adjective; however, as the original form (before the weakening) could
be Je ti jasny, zZe ti vsichni fandime? or similar, with the sentential construction in question
realized by a superordinate clause using the verb be, it is clear that the origin is verbal as in the
rest of the PE cases, as the PE in [14] is actually an ellipsis of the original form.

[14] Ok. Look, we're pulling for you, you know. Hang in there.
Dobry. Hele, vsichni ti fandime, jasny? Tak se koukej drzet. (JG_ST_5)

[15] “There are at least six bedrooms, and you know, it looks like they're going to fill them. (JF_1)
“Maji tam nejmin Sest loznic, @ abych ti pravdu rekla, vypada to, Ze je staci vSechny zaplnit.

As it appears, the Czech translation counterparts also demonstrated several of the
superordinate clauses that have the potential to be contracted into particle expressions, namely six
instances, e.g. [16], probably indicating that the process of contraction is not as common in Czech
as in English (see 2.5ff). Moreover, the Czech counterparts were also realized three times by
separate sentences [17], and once by a main clause in a compound sentence [18].

[16] We have Spanish lessons here, you know. Some of the Miami boys teach them."
“Vis prece, Ze tu mame kurzy Spanélstiny. Ucej tam néjaky lidi z Miami.” (JG_B_5)

[17] I didn't know | was going to have some stranger, you know, who, like, fries things on the stove,
and sleeps in my bed?"
To si tam mam ted’ jako pustit néjakyho neznamyho clovéka, kterej mi bude varit na sporaku
kdovico a spat mi v posteli? No uznej/” (JF_26)

[18]"It's for your own good, you know." "Get out of the way," snapped Ron
"Je to pro vase viastni dobro, na to nezapomeiite!" "Uhni!” vystekl Ron (JKR_15)

The rest of the Czech counterparts turn out to be five one-word integrated particles: twice
prece and once fotiz, taky and treba [19]; an attention-seeking interjection hele that could be
considered a PE due to its contact function*® [20], and a conjunction tedy connecting the
apposition in the example [21].

[19]"1 don't know. It's sort of scary, you know. Seeing a dead man and all.
"J& nevim. Je to piece hrozny videt mrtvyho a vitbec vsechno. “ (JG_C_7)

[20] "I don't live here, you know, I'm just visiting me Mum," she said, backing away as they entered.
"Hele, jd tu nebydlim, ja jsem na navstéve u mamy, " ustoupila, kdyz vchazeli. (MF_1)

[21] ... well, you know, Dale Driblett's his stepdad, you know, the Driblett Chapel...
... zatimco jeho nevlastni tata, tedy Dale Driblett, ten, co mél mél Driblettovu kapli...(JF_3)

*® Belicova (1993) mentions heled’ as being part the verbal contact devices (which we call the particle
expressions in our paper), presumably based on the fact that ieled’ is originally an imperative form of the verb
hledet (see Kolatova: 1998). However, rather than as a verbal contact device with particle function (i.e. particle
expression), we categorize hele as an interjection of contact (see Mluvnice Cestiny 2, Tvaroslovi 1986: 246) or
an attention- seeking interjection (see Béli¢ 1970).
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The last instance [22] is the most interesting, as it is the only case of the contact dative, (see
2.5). The dative is expressed by the pronoun ti (2™ p., sg.); it is used to engage the listener in the
conversation while expressing intimate relationship between the participants. Here, the dative
actually supports the comment function of the PE vis which is also expressed in the sentence.

[22] “AL " Chuck said, "just looking in the paper here, you know, Erie Belt stock, uh.
“Ty, Ale,” ozval se v telefonu Chuck, “zrovna se ti tu divdm do novin, vi§, no, jak si stoji
Erijskd magistrala. (JF_18)

4.1.2.2 The sentence types of Czech counterparts of you know (Intercorp)

The 82 realized Czech counterparts (excluding the zero counterparts) can occur not only in
the declarative mode, but also as interrogative and imperative types. While the majority of the
instances (62) are declarative, thirteen other occurred as interrogatives, often thus highlighting the
appealing force of the clause [23], sometimes incorrectly (see 4.1.3.4). The remaining seven then
appeared in imperative forms [24]. The distribution of sentence types can be seen in Table 6.

[23]Percy could be heard telling the other prefects,” My brother, you know! My youngest brother!
Got past McGonagall's giant chess set!"
Slyseli Percyho, jak Fika ostatnim prefektim: "To je miyj bratr, chdpete? Miij nejmladsi bratr!
Dokdzal prejit pies obit Sachy profesorky McGonagallové!" (JKR_21)

[24] “You know, I'm half an hour late already.

“Poslys, uz v tuhle chvili mam pulhodinové zpozdeéni. (JF_15)

Declarative Imperative Interrogative

62 7 13 18 100

Table 6: Sentence types of the Czech counterparts to you know CC(Intercorp)

4.1.2.3 The positions of the Czech counterparts to you know (Intercorp)

Let us now briefly compare the positions of the English and Czech counterparts; in total,
out of the 100 instances, seventeen have changed their position and eighteen were eliminated
altogether (i.e. they are identified as zero counterparts).

From the Table 7, we can see that the positions seem almost identical in the initial and
final turn positions, as well as the IM position. As it seems, some IM positions would be

transferred into FM positions during the translation process without any precise reason (four cases
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e | M MM FM FF X Total | Changed™
I 9 1 (10%) 10 01
IM 16 2 2 4 (16,7%) 24 4/8
MM 1 2 9 0 1 4 (23,5%) 17 8/12
FM 4 3 16 9(281%) | 32 7/16
FF 2 15 0 17 212
Total | 12 22 12 18 18 18 100 21/39

Table 7: The movement of positions during the translation transfer (Intercorp)

of PEs), while the reverse change would be mostly triggered by the need of some Czech
counterparts to be in the initial position, namely the superordinate clauses (three cases, e.g. [16])
and the interjection hele [20]. Moreover, cases like the particles prece or taky were positioned in
MM positions instead of at the end as their original counterparts due to word order rules in Czech
(three cases), while the PEs that originally occurred as intrusive elements between constituents
(MM) would rather appear in the marginal positions or be lost (four cases each, e.g. [19]).
Overall, the most zero counterparts originated in the FM position (28,1%) closely followed by the
MM and IM positions. The initial and final turn positions did not elicit almost any zero
counterparts (10% and 0% respectively); therefore, it seems that medial turn positions is more

prone to being deleted during the language transfer.

4.1.3 Pragmatic Functions of you know CCs (Intercorp)
The pragmatic categories described in the theoretical part of this thesis (see 2.4.) allow for
five possibilities of which all were found it the Intercorp, except for monitor, presumably because

its main realization is by | mean CC, while you-oriented CCs function rarely as monitors. The

Function Inform Marker Empathizer Appealer Verbal Filler Total

Total 52 26 12 10 100
Table 8: Pragmatic functions of you know CC (Intercorp)

911 stands for clause-initial and turn-initial position; IM stands for clause-initial but turn-medial position; MM
stands for medial position in both the clause and the turn; MF stands for clause-final and turn-medial position;
FF stands for final positions in both the clause and the turn

%0 The first number stands only for the changes in positions, while the second also includes the zero counterparts.
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precise distribution is as follows (see Table 8): a little more than a half of all the CCs (52%) have
the function of an inform marker (I-M); appealers (A) and verbal fillers (VF) appear almost in
equal numbers covering 12% and 10%, respectively, with the last function of empathizers (E) as

second most common (26%). Let us now look at each of the functions separately.

4.1.3.1 Verbal Filler (Intercorp)

Verbal filler (VF) is probably the most distinctive function of the four. In the text, it is
easily identified, as its position is frequently in some unusual places, e.g. splitting a noun phrase
or a prepositional phrase. As described in the theoretical part (2.4.4.), verbal fillers are used to
stall for time when the speaker needs to search for the right words. The expected positions are
clause medial (when the speaker freezes not remembering the right word or what he planned to
say) or turn initial (when the speaker is forced to take over the turn and is not ready). Out of the
ten instances of verbal filler, nine have appeared in the medial turn position, all of them with its
corresponding function mentioned above; eight of these occur as the so called intrusive elements
(MM), inserted in between the constituents [26], covering almost a half of all the clause medial
positions in the corpus (47%). The only different CC appeared in the Il position [25]. The Czech
equivalents are represented by six PEs (rozumis (3), chapete (2) and vis) and one integrated

particle treba; the last three verbal fillers have zero equivalents.

Il IM MM FM | FF | x Total | % pos.*
I 1 | 1(10%) 10%
IM chapete 1(10%) 4%

chépete; vis;

MM rozumis tfeba rozumis (2)52; 2 8(80%) 47%
FM 5 5
s 0 0
1 2 4 3 ,

(10%) | (20%) (40%) 0 | 0 | 300 | 10 21%

Table 9: The positions of verbal fillers and their Czech counterparts (Intercorp)

> The % pos. stands for the percentage of occurrences of each positions within all the positions of the same type
52 The numbers in brackets represent the number of instances found in the corpus. If no number is given, only
one instance of such case was found.
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Let us now have a look at concrete examples:

[25]"Has he said anything yet?" "Like what?" "Well, you know, like about what happened
yesterday."
"Rekl uz néco?" "Jako co?" "No, néco o tom, co se stalo véera?" (JG_C_10)

- This is the only example of VF in initial turn position (I). Here, the question takes the
speaker by surprise and he has to stall for time with the use of you know and well — another
discourse marker often used for stalling. In the Czech version, the stallers are represented only
by the particle no, a typical translation for well. For that reason, here, we consider the Czech
counterpart to you know as zero.
[26] "But in, you know, the Muggle world, people just stay put in photos."

"Ale rozumis, u mudhi lidé prosté ziistavaji na fotografiich porad.” (JKR_6)

- In this example, the you know CC appears as an intrusive element (see 2.3.3) splitting the
prepositional phrase in two. Thanks to the context, we know that the speaker is hesitant about
using the word muggle and therefore inserts a VF. This represents a typical use of medial VF in
our corpus (6 cases). However, the Czech translation counterpart of this CC is not used as a VF
here, it functions more as an IM; its initial turn position also supports this assumption.

Overall, the most adequate equivalent from our corpus is the zero counterpart, as the verbal
filler does not actually carry any meaning, only stalls. A better representation would be a filled
pause [2:], used often by Czech speakers, or the particle contact device no/noo. Moreover, despite
the fact that the five remaining PEs (rozumis (2), chapete (2) and vis) stay in the same positions
(splitting a phrase in two) the semantics of the verbs slightly changes their pragmatic functions.
However, as the filled pauses or no particles are highly infrequent in written texts, we can accept

the use of some PEs in the verbal filler function as well.

4.1.3.2 Appealer (Intercorp)

The function of appealer (A) is also formally rather distinctive, as it usually appears in final
positions with rising intonation; it is used to appeal to the hearer to co-operate, accept the message
of the speaker and react accordingly (see 2.4.1). Just as in Povolna’s research (2010), appealers
turn out to be infrequent, with only twelve instances found in Intercorp. The expected position
within a turn was the final (FF), as markers with prompting function tend to occur in the end;
however, just as with all CCs in our corpus, the appealers mostly appeared in middle turn position
(6=50%), followed by FF (5=41,7%); surprisingly, even the initial turn position occurred once
(see Table 10). However, the clausal positions showed the final to be the preferred position, with

ten instances at the end of a clause (FM+FF, 83,3%), proving that not only the turn position
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%
I IM MM FM FF X Total position
to vi§ 1 (8,3%) 10%
poslys 1 (8,3%) 4%
0 0
chépete?
taky [ jasny? 1 5(41,7%) [ 15,6%
Vi§?
chépejte;
SAm jasné? 5
vite, e na to neza- @1,7%) | 224%
pomente,
vis?
2 1 1 3 4 1 12 12%
(16,7%) | (8,3%) | (8,3%)| (25%) | (33,3%) | (8,3%)

Table 10: The positions of appealers and their Czech counterparts (Intercorp)

is important, but the clausal as well. Example [27] is the only prototypical, “perfect,” appealer
based on Povolna’s criteria: it is in final turn position with rising intonation indicated by the
question mark, with its function transferred to its Czech counterpart as jasné?; also, it is
immediately followed by a response of the listener.

[27]"Well, this will not be the end of it, you know?" "Is that a threat, George?"
"Tak dobra, ale tim to nekonci, jasné?* ""Ma to byt hrozba, Georgi?" (JG_C_19)

In their Czech counterparts, only two instances changed positions; the shift of position is
again due to the syntactic differences, as one transferred into an integrated particle taky and other
into a superordinate clause which almost always appears in the initial position. The rest of the
Czech counterparts were eight PEs, one zero counterpart and one main clause in a compound
sentence. Five instances in interrogative mode were found among the Czech counterparts
(chdpete? vis?(2) jasné? jasny? all in clause final positions); moreover, three instances of
imperative occurred here as well (poslys, chdapejte and na to nezapomerite), covering half of the
six total imperatives in Intercorp, suggesting that imperative mode also carries prompting force
and can be used as a Czech appealer, e.g. [28]. Interestingly, all final positions occur in other than

the indicative mode, which with the initial imperative poslys covers 66,6% of all Czech appealers.

[28] You know, it doesn't hurt to go on one date if somebody takes the trouble to ask you. (JF_22)
Poslys, cloveku neublizi jit na jednu schiizku, jestlize si nékdo da tu prdci, Ze té na ni pozve.

- In this example the appealer takes on an unusual position — clause initial; however, it can
still be considered to have the function of an A. Although the speaker uses the CC to introduce
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his opinion on dating (and thus making it sound like an inform marker), he actually prompts the
listener to accept the underlying message and act so (accepting to go on a date if asked). The CC
might as well be placed at the end of the turn and the result would be the same; here, the initial
placement is likely caused by a change in subject and speaker’s intention to draw attention to it.
The Czech counterpart then corresponds in the position, making use of the imperative mode to
prompt the listener.

In the case of appealers, the most adequate counterpart to you know CC should appear in the
interrogative or imperative mode, ideally positioned finally in clauses and for a stronger force in a
turn too; the forms of verbs chapat and siyset or the ellipsis jasné? seem preferable as they prompt
listener’s reaction; the verb védét is acceptable too, yet it has a lesser prompting force. Another
verb that could be used is rozumét (rozumis? rozuméj!) as it works similarly as chapat; however,

rozumét was not found among the Czech counterparts of the appealers in Intercorp.

4.1.3.3 Empathizer (Intercorp)

The next function that proved to be the second most common in Intercorp is that of an
empathizer (E), consisting of 26 cases in total. There are many ways to define or describe an
empathizer (see 2.4.3); however, in our analysis, we have come to a simpler determiner. In many
cases, empathizers seem to have a similar function as inform markers; however, though sharing
new information empathizers also appeal to the listener for his understanding and empathy,

although usually not expecting any response nor reaction (as it would be in the case of appealers).

I IM MM FM FF X Total | % pos.
poslys; 2 0
- 7.7%) | 2%
pochop; 7
v, . rw 0,
IM VIS:V vite to vis 1 (26.9%) 28%
to vis
x . 2 0
MM Znas to no uznej! (7.7%) 11,8%
vite(2) 11
i " " o
FM vi§ prece VIS(Z,)V? 4 (42,3%) 35,5%
rozumis?
., vSak vis;
e | asnt, vite?; 4 | 235%
ja 5’ To prece (15,4%) 270
ze" .
vite
3 6 1 6 5 5 26 26%
(11,5%) (23%) (3,8%) (23%) | (19,2%) | (19,2%)

Table 11: The positions of empathizers and their Czech counterparts (Intercorp)
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Formally, however, empathizers rather resemble appealers, as more than half of all the
empathizers (15 = 57,7%) occur in final clause position (FM+FF); although unlike appealers, their
preference was in the middle of a turn (FM, 42,3%) and significantly fewer at the end of it (FF,
15,4%). As for the positions in their Czech counterparts, seven (27%) of empathizers have
been moved during the translation, in four cases due to syntactic differences (two changed to
superordinate clauses, one to a separate clause and one to a particle). Moreover, the two CCs
occurring as intrusive elements (in a clause between constituents (MM)) both moved, unlike
those of verbal fillers, into initial and final clause positions. Apart from the five empathizers
(19,2%) that have been realized as zero counterparts, the fourteen remaining examples
occurred in the same positions in both Czech and English versions (see Table 11.). Another
resemblance to appealers is the variability of sentence type: three instances occur in the
imperative and two in the interrogative mode; thus, 19% of the Czech empathizers (five)
occurred in other than a declarative mode (in comparison to appealers with 66,6%).

The Czech counterparts of empathizers offer many possibilities, often similar to those
of appealers above. Beside the fourteen variations on the verb veder (53,8%), there is a
superordinate clause je vam jasné, Ze? (that also occurred as an appealer in an elliptical form
jasne), other interrogative rozumis?, the imperative forms pochop and no uznej! that directly
appeal to the understanding of the listener, and poslys that mainly calls for the attention of the
listener but still demonstrates the function of an empathizer. However, the Czech counterparts
that seem slightly more adequate than those mentioned above are, for their lack of prompting
force, the PEs occurring with various particles: to vis (2), znds to, vsak vis and to prece vite.

[29] "She hasn't got much time," he added quickly, "you know, with five of us."”
Namitl Ron a potom spésné dodal: "Mamka to nestihd, kdyz je nads pet, to vis." (JKR_4)

- Here, the speaker presents new information to the listener, making it seem as having the
function of an I-M; however, the reason for passing this information is to explain his previous
comment, making the listener understand and empathize with the speaker. The Czech
counterpart makes use of the particle to in combination with the PE vis, one of the most
adequate counterparts signifying “you know how things can be bad.”
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4.1.3.4 Inform Marker (Intercorp)

The most common marker is the inform marker (I-M), with 52 found instances. Its use is
mostly related to reminding listeners of shared knowledge or indicating that a new piece of
information is about to be presented; however, it is never supplemented by an appeal of any sorts,
especially not by any emotive language that is typical of empathizers.

Inform markers look as average you know CCs, with the original positions in similar
distribution to that of all the markers (although a slightly lower in the MM position). Beside the
nine zero counterparts, which are concentrated in the mid-turn position only, the list of Czech
counterparts yields many various possibilities (see Table 12). Five of those, however, are in the
interrogative mode, which incorrectly yields some prompting force in the Czech translation [30].

[30]"Maybe I should take you to my church . St. Luke's . It's a beautiful church. Catholics know how
to build beautiful churches, you know."
"Moznad bych té méla vzit do naseho kostela ke svatému Lukdsi. Je to krasny kostel. Katolici
vedeli jak stavét krasné kostely, vis? “ (JG_C_22)

1l IM MM FM FF X Total % pos.
I 6 0 6 (11,5%) | 60%
In->11 abys védél/a(2); vis(2); vis co; feknu ti
10 viga(1y | 'O prece 3 15 (28,8%) | 60%
IM vite(1)
IM-> IM rozumis(3); abych ti pravdu fekla; tedy;
sam vis; vSak to znas(2); vis(2)
MM [ 5 | | [ 2 | 7(135%) [41,2%
MM->MM | v8ak vis; totiz; rozumi$; vite; vi§ + dative
O || e 8 4 16 (30,8%) | 51,6%
FM ptece; vis
FM->FM | vi§(2); vite; vite?; rozumis/te(2); to ti teda feknu; vSak vis
| | [ 8 | [ 8(154%) | 47%
FF FE-SFF vi§, co myslim; abys/te védél/i(2);
vSak to znate;vi§ to? ;vi§?(2); other [r]
6 13 6 9 9 9 52 5206
(11,5%) (19,2%) | (11,5%) | (17,3%) | (17,3%) | (17,3%)

Table 12: The positions of inform markers and their Czech counterparts (Intercorp)

The inform markers found in Intercorp can be divided into four groups: markers
introducing shared information [31], markers indicating new information [32], markers indicating
an additional explanatory piece of information will follow [33], and markers stating new

information about the listener, either a criticism or a compliment [34]:
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[31] You know who wrote that, don't you? The fuh. The fuh. Fellow with the you know."Holding her
gaze, he nodded significantly. "I don't understand what you're talking about, "Denise said. "Your
friend," he said. "Fellow with the blue cheeks."

Ty prece vis, kdo to napsal, ne? Fira. Fira. Chldpek, cos ho... 0 ses s nim znala. ” Zachyftil jeji
pohled a vyznamné prikyvl.” Nevim, o cem to mluvis, ~ upozornila ho Denisa. “Tvuj pritel,”
vysvétloval. “Chlapek s promodralymi tvaremi.” (JF_28)

- Although an indicator of shared knowledge was one of the most often mentioned functions
of you know CC, only eleven such instances were found in Intercorp. Four of the eleven
examples, including the present example, hinted that an underlying message is present in the
utterance (see 2.4.2) Here, you know is actually substituting a missing lexical item (promodralé
tvare), a delicate matter that the speaker intends to avoid mentioning explicitly at first. The
Czech counterpart reflexes this delicacy in implying yet slightly more: it even suggests a
beginning of what might have been a vulgar sentence (Chlapek, cos ho...) and finishes it with a
euphemism to save the face of the interlocutors.

[32] "You know, I'm not really into guys,"” Denise said.
“Abys védéla,” presla Denisa ndhle do ditvérného tonu, “‘ja nejsem na chlapy.” (JF_22)

- Here, you know is used as an indicator of new information. The semantics of the Czech
counterpart is adequate, as abys védela also implies the newness of the information. However,
the distinction between indicators of shared knowledge and new information might sometimes
be ambiguous, as we are not provided with the whole context.

[33]"But people only die in proper duels, you know, with real wizards. (JKR_14)
“Ale lidé prichazeji o Zivot jen pri opravdovych soubojich, rozumis, se skutecnymi kouzelniky.

- The most common type of inform marker occurred 25times in Intercorp, used as an indicator
that an explanation of the previous statement will follow (or have already preceded it). Often,
the explanation is deducible and thus the speaker points to it by using the marker, as if saying
“you know this, just think about it,” suggesting the thin line between this an examples indicating
shared knowledge. Again, the function is reflected in its Czech counterpart, rozumis.

[34]"Harry -- you're a great wizard, you know."
" Harry - jsi veliky kouzelnik, abys védél." (JKR_18)

The last type of inform marker is again used to indicate new information, but this time about
the listener: either a criticism or a compliment. The Czech counterpart is the same as in [32], for
it is only its variation. Sometimes, the nature of the compliment might suggest a more
empathising function of the marker; however, the speaker does not ask for understanding nor
empathy, he only, rather emotionally, states what he thinks and does not expect anything in
return. Only four such instances were found in Intercorp.

Just as appealers and empathizes, inform markers in Intercorp are rich in adequate Czech

counterparts, be it the instances indicating shared information vsak vis, vsak to znate, sam vis or

vis, co myslim, or the explanatory totiz, prece and the six uses of rozumis/rozumite, and

counterparts indicating new information abys védeél. abych ti pravdu rekla and reknu ti. Moreover,

the thin line between the aforementioned subgroups of inform markers can be seen not only in the

original you know meaning, but also in the counterparts, as some instances indicating explanations

are transferred as vsak to znas, a PE typical of indicating shared information. Similarly are
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translated some you know indicators of new information (vis prece or to prece vite) that also point
to the fact that translators do not always know whether a piece of information is known to the

participants or not, just as we could not be sure during our analysis®*.

4.2 You know (in Friends)

As noted before (see 3.1.3), you know in the corpus of Friends turns out to be very
common, with a frequency of 4,25 that is equal to those of the conversational corpora analyzed by
Quaglio (2009), Erman (1987) and Muzikant (2007). The environment of the you know CC is
often that of vague, tentative language, with numerous repetitions and hesitations, as in [35];
although instances of you know in a non-hesitant utterances are possible as well. Moreover, the
occurrence of several you know CCs in one utterance is common as well [36]; in these cases,
usually at least one of the instances is disregarded and does not have any Czech counterpart.

[35] Yeah, and | was really hoping that maybe, you know, | could hang out. You know, what do
vou....what do you feel like doing?
Jo, no jo. Tak jsem si Fikal, Ze k vam na chvili zajdu... Hele, tak Feknéte, co mate chut' délat?
(SO9E11_2)

[36] All right. Look. Gavin...I...I guess I felt guilty that you were here, which I shouldn’t. You know,
Ross and | are not in any relationship but...he is the father of my child, and you know we do live
together and plus there is just so much history...you know it’s just...I don’t know, I'm sorry, I'm
just all over the place.

No...heled’ se, Gavine... asi... asi jsem méla pocit viny, Ze jsi tady, coz bych neméla. S Rossem
opravdu nic nemam, ale.... je to otec myho ditéte a je fakt ... Ze spolu Zijeme a navic jsme spolu
tolik zazili, to se nedd, to se... ja nevim, promin, jsem z toho celd zmatend. SO9E13_8/9/10

Unlike the Intercorp corpus, Friends provide not only with the written but also with the
recorded material, often helping with the identification of the speaker’s meaning behind the CC.
Moreover, the corpus shows that some of the CCs can be pronounced slowly and very clearly,
while others are almost inaudible. However, as the phonological results could not be compared to
those in Intercorp, this feature is not under investigation in this paper. Sometimes, the
transcriptionist would record the you know in the reduced form as y know or ya know [37], which

are the forms suggested by Crystal and Davy (1981: 92); however, as only some of the episodes

>3 In the two cases (JG_B_4 and JF_21) where it was ambiguous whether the piece of information was new or
only reminded a search through the whole book was done for references to such information. As none were
found, the information was identified as being new to the readers as well as to the participants.
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contain these forms, it seems to be more of a preference of some of the transcriptionists than a
general tendency of transcribing inaudible forms in this way.

[37] Ah well, she’s got this weird idea, that, uh, y’know, just because you and | are alone, that
something is gonna happen.
Ale napadl ji takovej nesmysl, Ze... Ze kdyz jsme tady sami, Ze k nécemu dojde. (SO9E10_2)
4.2.1 Positions of you know CCs (Friends)

Concerning the position of you know CCs, we analyze the positions within the turn as well

as the positions within a clause (see 3.3.2.); the results can be seen in Table 13.

100 100 100
Table 13: Positions of you know CCs (Friends)

Firstly, the lack of turn FF positions is the most striking, as only one instance of you know
occurs at the end of a turn [38]; interestingly, it carries the rising intonation and was the only
instance of the Czech counterpart rozumis? found in the corpus of Friends. The Il position, on the
other hand, turns out to be much more common, with seventeen instances. Moreover, with the
other 45 instances of IM position, all the initial positions in clauses add up to more than a half of
the instances (62%), showing the preference for the usage of you know as introducing the ideas
rather than terminating them. All the final positions (eighteen FM and one FF) are only nineteen
in total; the MM position within a clause (i.e. that of the intrusive elements) turns out to be almost
just as common, with nineteen instances. However, in agreement with Povolnd’s suggestions
(2010) (see 2.3.3), the most common position within a turn is that of medial with 82 instances.

[38] Ok I was just doing Chandler’s side of the conversation. You know, like, "Hi, How do I look?"
"Really sexy. Could | BE any more turned on?" you know?
Ne, to sem mluvila za Cendlera, jako "ahoj, jak vypadam?" "Fakt sexy, vic vzrusenej uz bejt
nemiizu." Rozumis? (SO9EQ9_9)

> | stands for initial position, M stands for medial position and F stands for final position.

> |1 stands for clause-initial and turn-initial position; IM stands for clause-initial but turn-medial position; MM
stands for medial position in both the clause and the turn; MF stands for clause-final and turn-medial position;
FF stands for final positions in both the clause and the turn
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4.2.2 Czech translation counterparts of you know CCs (from Friends)

Prior to the analysis of the different types of pragmatic markers, the overall examination of
all the Czech counterparts will be proposed here first (see Table 14). The most common
equivalent to the CC you know turns out to be the zero counterpart, the elimination of the contact
marker whatsoever, with exactly half of all the instances (50). The high numbers of this omission
can be explained by the restriction of dubbing (see 2.7.), as the repetitions of the CC in the
original version could be considered less important. Moreover, the typically unstressed marker
often occurs sounding as one short ambiguous syllable, and its substitution by simple hesitation or
little pause sounds more natural than an insertion of the particle expression vis, which is not as
commonly used in the Czech language as in English. The verb védet, however, still appears fifteen
times in the corpus of Friends, mostly in the form of a PE (e.g. vis). The rest of the Czech
counterparts mostly consist of cases of simple particles like prosze, or particle contact devices like
Ze jo?. In several cases, these counterparts would be found as equivalent to a cluster of markers of
the original corpus, e.g. [39]; however, they would still be included in the analysis.

[39] Look at these videos. You know, | mean, who does he think he is?
Vidis ty kazety? Co si viastné o sobé mysli. (S09EQ7_2)

vi§ / vite / n6, vis 10 (6/3/1) hele 6

vis? 3 ehm 1

to vis, ze...? 1 ze...ze (repetition) 2

copak nevis, Ze...? 1 prosté 4

rozumis? 1 vlastné 2

7e jo? 2 tieba 2

no?/ne? 2 (1/1) totiz 2

no 2 vzdyt 2

no jo 2 opravdu 1

j6 2 je fakt, ze... 1

j€, ale nic 1 zero counterpart 50
Total 100

Table 14: Czech translation counterparts of you know CCs (Friends)
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4.2.2.1 The syntactic status of Czech counterparts of you know (Friends)

Beside the numerous zero counterparts, the particle expressions (PEs), which have been
identified as an exact translation of the form and function of the you know CC, are the most
common type represented within the Czech counterparts. Among the fourteen instances, only one
is not formed by the verb véder. the PE rozumis? Apart from the PEs, the verb véder also forms
two superordinate clauses copak nevis, ze...? and to vis, Ze...? which, just as the superordinate
clauses in the Intercorp corpus, have the potential to be contracted into PEs (see 6.2.3). Another
superordinate clause je fakt, Ze... and semantically similar particle opravdu are both single
translations> in our corpus and seemingly distinct from the you know CC. However, as can be
clear from the example [40], the English CCs are used in both examples rather as assertive “you
should/have to know,” appealing to the listener to believe in the truth of the utterance, just as in
the Czech counterparts.

[40] | guess I felt guilty that you were here, which I shouldn’t. You know, Ross and | are not in any
relationship but...he is the father of my child, and_you know we do live together and plus there is
just so much history...

Asi jsem méla pocit viny, Ze jsi tady, coZ bych neméla. S Rossem opravdu nic nemdm, ale.... je to
otec myho ditete a je fakt .. Ze spolu Zijeme a navic jsme spolu tolik zazili... (SO9E13_8/9)

Just as the particle opravdu, another group of twelve particles, including prosté, viastne,
treba, totiz and vzdyt, has at first seemed unexpected. However, these particles, frequent in Czech
speech, actually express similar functions as those of an inform marker (see later): prost¢ and

viastne are used while explaining, vzdyt reminds of shared knowledge, and fotiz and treba

Particle Expression 14 Vi§(6); vite(3), vis?(3); A né vis; rozumis?
Particle 13 OPF;’?;\t/e(;(j); viastné(2); treba(2); totiz(2); vzdyt(2);
Particle contact device 11 Ze jo?(2); no?; ne?; no(2); no jo(2); jo(2); jé, ale nic
Interjection 7 hele (6); ehm
Superordinate Clause 3 Je fakt, ze...; copak nevis, ze...?; 0 vis, ze...?
Repetition of Conjunction Ze 2
Zero counterpart 50
Total 100

Table 15: The syntactic status of Czech translation counterparts (Friends)

*® By single translations we mean instances of Czech counterparts that occur only once.

43



introduce new information. Moreover, apart from the two cases of rofiz>

and one viastne, the
particles remained in the same position after the language transfer.

The particle contact devices®® belong to another set of particles that can be distinguished
from the particles above by their rather loose movability and independence. There are eleven such

instances in the Friends corpus: Ze jo? [41], no jo [42], no?, ne? no, j6 and jé, ale nic.

[41] I don 't need a tie. I mean, it’s better, open collar, you know? It’s more casual.
Kravatu uz nechci. Rekl bych, Ze rozhalenka je lepsi, Ze jo? Je to.. neformélni. (SO9E11_4)

[42] You know.. this.. this is classic Rachel.
No jo, fo jses... to jses cela ty. (SO9E08_10)

The last cases to be mentioned are interjections and the two cases or repetition of the
conjunction Ze. The latter represent the tentative nature of some of the CC, sometimes used when
the speaker hesitates during his speech, just as in [43]. The former are in six cases the interjection
hele that are used to call for attention, and once another hesitation ehm.

[43] Ah well, she’s got this weird idea, that, uh, y’know, just because you and | are alone, that
something is gonna happen.
Ale napadl ji takovej nesmysl Ze... Ze kdyz jsme tady sami, ze k nécemu dojde SO9E10_2

4.2.2.2 The sentence types of the Czech counterparts (Friends)

While the sentence type of the Czech counterparts is easily identifiable in the written form
by its question mark, the spoken discourse of Friends poses a slight difficulty, as the interrogative
form can be sometimes recognized only by its rising intonation, which is often unclear, as the
speakers utter the particle expressions quite rapidly. Nevertheless, we were able to identify ten
cases of interrogatives in the Czech counterparts, covering 20% of all translated counterparts, and
six cases of imperative, all in the form of the interjection hele. The remaining 34 instances are all

in the declarative mood (see Table 16).

Declarative Imperative Interrogative | Zero Total

34 6 10 50 100

Table 16: Sentence types of both English you know CCs and their Czech counterparts (Friends)

> The position changes are due to the syntactic rules of the Czech language and were necessary.

%8 Czech grammars identify them as particles of contact or response (or in some cases as interjections) however,
in their function they rather resemble the PEs vis, or rozumis? for that, we operationally called them the
pacticle contact devices (see 3.3.4.).
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4.2.2.3 The positions of the Czech counterparts to you know (Friends)

Out of the 50 original you know CCs that yielded a Czech counterpart (the other 50 have
zero counterparts), only six instances have changed their position during the language transfer. All
of them belong to the original IM position, which is the most common; the four instances that
transferred to the MM position in Czech are all particles that could not occur in IM position
because of Czech syntax rules and had to be moved (fotiz (2), opravdu, viastné, e.g. [44]).

[44] Look at these videos. You know, | mean, who does he think he is?
Vidis ty kazety? Co si viastné o sobé mysli? (S09EQ7_2)

The omissions of the Czech counterparts are most common in the mid-turn position with
79,4% of the instances. As the four cases of MM that are not moved to other positions have their
Czech counterparts represented by the two repetitions of the conjunction Ze, the interjection ehm
and the particle ##eba, we can conclude that the medial clause position is rather unusual for most

of the types of the Czech counterparts, except for simple particles and hesitations.

I IM | MM | FM FF X Total | Changed™
I 10 7 (41,3%) 17 0/7
IM 1 20 4 1 19 (42,2%) | 45 6/25
MM 4 15 (79,4%) 19 0/15
FM 9 9 (50%) 18 0/9
FF 1 0 1 0/0
Total 10 | 21 8 9 2 50 100 6/56

Table 17: The movement of positions during the translation transfer (Friends)
4.2.3 Pragmatic functions of you know CCs (Friends)

The pragmatic functions of the you know CC, as described in the theoretical part (see 2.4),
can be identified as an appealer (A), an inform marker (I-M), an empathizer (E), a verbal filler

(VF) and a monitor ; five types which have all appeared in the Friends corpus (see Table 18). The

Function | Inform Marker | Empathizer Appealer Verbal Filler Monitor Total

Total 39 24 16 20 1 100

Table 18: Pragmatic functions of you know CC (Friends)

> The first number stands only for the changes in positions, while the second also includes the zero counterparts.
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most common function found in the corpus is the inform marker, with 39 instances, followed by
twice less common functions, the verbal filler with twenty and empathizer with 24 examples. A
little less common is then the appealer function with sixteen instances. The monitor was found
once, being the only one instance of a monitor function in our analysis. As all the functions were
already discussed both in the theoretical part (2.4ff) as well as in the first part of the analysis

(4.1.3ff), their general theoretical description will be left aside.

4.2.3.1 Verbal fillers (Friends)

As already described in 2.4.4 and 4.1.3.1, verbal filler is a function used by speakers to stall
for time while searching for appropriate words. As expected, the most common position in the
English Friends is clause-medial with thirteen instances, which is 68,4% of all MM positions. The
only other higher occurrence is six CCs in the initial clause position (of which only one is II)
whose counterparts are mostly eliminated. In total, the Czech equivalents of verbal fillers are for
the most part represented by zero counterparts (15) and five single instances of various particles

or particle contact devices and interjections, which all seem adequate for the function.

T IM MM FM |FF X Total | %% pos.
T no, vis 1(5%) | 48%
IM 5 5(25%) | 20 %
ehm;
MM re..ze; 10 13(65%) | 68,4 %
tfeba
FM no jo 1 (5%) 5,6 %
FF 0 0%
Total | 1(5%) 0 3(15%) | 1(5%) | 0 | 15 (75%) 20 20 %

Table 19: The positions of VFs and their Czech counterparts (Friends)

We can distinguish two types of verbal fillers based on our findings in the Friends corpus:

[45] Because it took us months to find a good nanny and I wouldn’t want anything to, you know,
drive her away. (S09E12_9)
Hrozné dlouho trvalo, nez jsme nasli dobrou chiivu a ja bych nerad, aby ji... néco vyplasilo

- This is a case of verbal filler in the typical middle position (MM), i.e. splitting a constituent
(here, an infinitive) or a phrase in two. The speaker in [45] intends to present a request with a

% The % position stands for the percentage of occurrences of each positions within all the positions of the same
type.
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delicate matter (making the listener not sleep with “the nanny”) and before formulating his last
words he needs to stall for time and intend to come up with a euphemism that would not
threaten the face of the hearer. The representation of this filler in the translated version is that of
a zero counterpart; however, a slight pause is also noticeable.

[46] "Oh I know, isn’t it? Ooh... what’d you do to get her to laugh?" "Oh! You know... | just... couple
of things I tried ... I just sang a little doo... Itsy Bitsy Spider..." (S09E07_5)
A ¢im jsi ji rozesmala?" "A nd, vis, jd jenom zkusila pdr véci, i zpivat Pavoucek Prdeldacek.”
- The second type of a verbal filler found in the Friends corpus is that of an initial position
(seven cases), often used by the speaker when he is taken by surprise. Frequently, the CC would
be accompanied by markers of tentativeness and hesitations, just as in the example above. Here,
the speaker is actually lying, a fact that is easily seen through by the hearer, as the speaker’s
delivery of the lie is so uncertain.

4.2.3.2 Monitor (Friends)

The function of a monitor is in many aspects similar to that of a verbal filler; its position is
often medial and it disrupts the flow of the speech. However, unlike VFs that are used to stall and
let the speaker take their time, monitors are used to indicate the speaker will rephrase differently
what he has said. The only example of a monitor found in our corpus is [47] which is positioned
clause medially in an unfinished clause that is rephrased by the speaker. The Czech counterpart is
represented by the zero counterpart; in fact, the whole stumble is left out.

[47] | thought it was a little too soon, but it was also, you know, it was kinda nice.
Asi na to bylo trochu brzo, ale mné to bylo mily. (SO9E13_11)

4.2.3.3 Appealer (Friends)

Appealer is a marker used to prompt the listener to respond or react to speaker’s utterance,
accepting the proposition; in terms of prompting force it is much stronger than an empathizer,
which might otherwise have similar formal features. Surprisingly, only one instance of a clause-
final position (and also turn final) was found among the sixteen appealers from Friends, with the
rest (15) being in initial positions out of which six are also turn initial. The only final appealer is
also the only marker with a rising intonation and therefore the only typical appealer; its Czech
counterpart is the PE rozumis? in the interrogative mode, thus conveying the same function [38].

[38] Ok I was just doing Chandler’s side of the conversation. You know, like, "Hi, How do I look?"
"Really sexy. Could | BE any more turned on?" you know?
Ne, to jsem mluvila za Cendlera, jako "ahoj, jak vypadim?" "Fakt sexy, vic vzruSenej uz bejt
nemiizu." Rozumis? (SO9EQ9_9)
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Il IM MM FM FF X Total % pos-
no;
I | hele; 3 6 (37,5%) | 35,3%
no jo
M | vis hs';dﬁ,)' Viastng 2 (56125% )| 20%
MM 0 0
FM 0 0
FF rozumis? 1(6,25%) | 100%
Total 4 5 1 0 1 5 16 16%
(25%) | (31,25%) | (6,25%) (6,25%) | (31,25%)

Table 20: The positions of appealers and their Czech counterparts (Friends)

As follows from Table 20, the rest of the Czech equivalents consist of one PE vis, two
particles and two particle contact devices and five cases of the interjection hele [48] in the
imperative mode; the remaining five are identified as having a zero equivalent. It is surprising that
an appealer function would yield so many zero counterparts as well as the weak instances of
Czech counterparts like the particle contact devices no and no jo. On the other hand, the final
rozumis? and the initial hele can be considered perfect representatives of Czech appealers.

[48] Of course, yeah. You know, a kiss on the cheek wouldn’t be totally inappropriate...
Ovsem, jisté. Hele, a pusa na tvdr taky nikomu neublizi. (SO9E06_12)

- This example and the fourteen others found in the Friends corpus prove that appealers in initial
positions are possible, if not even preferred. Their function is to attract attention to the information
that follows, make its proposition stronger and consequently make the listener react to it. Here, the
speaker prompts the listener to take the hint and kiss the speaker. The Czech counterpart of this CC
is one of the five instances of imperative interjection hele that equally calls for listener’s attention
and could be for its function considered a PE (see 4.1.2.1)

4.2.3.4 Empathizer (Friends)

The next pragmatic function examined in our paper is that of an empathizer of which 24
instances were encountered in the Friends corpus. This type of a marker is used when the speaker
appeals to the listener for his understanding and empathy, but without expecting any response;
occasionally in the form of a rhetorical question. The evidently preferred position is the clause-
final one with thirteen instances (54,2%), a high number considering the low occurrence of the
final positions in the Friends corpus (41,9% of all markers in FM positions are empathizers).

Clause-medial and turn-initial, on the other hand, are scarce among empathizers. (See Table 21).
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I IM MM FM FF X Total % pos.

I vzdyt 1(4,2%) | 5,9%

proste;
M Vig‘()z;); fotiz ne? 2 |9@375%)| 20%
je fakt, ze
MM e.7e 1(4,2%) | 53%
FM V'itg?'(Z) ;’7 7 = 41,9%
e iz | 4
FF

Total | 1(4,2%) | 5(20,8%) | 2(8,3%) | 7(29.2%) | 0 |9 (37,5%)| 24 24%

Table 21: The positions of empathizers and their Czech counterparts (Friends)

As for the sentence mode, six of the examples are uttered with a rising intonation and are in
the interrogative mode, all in the FM position out of which one (ne?) originated in the IM position
and was therefore moved. Only one other marker changed the position, a particle otz that had to
be moved into MM position for syntactic reasons. Overall, the positions in both versions seem
identical, except for the zero counterparts (37,5%) which are however lower than the average of
the zero counterparts in Friends.

The list of Czech counterparts in the Table 21 offers a variety of options how an empathizer
can be portrayed in Czech; however, none of the counterparts seem to function as an empathizer
as such, as neither has the meaning of evoking empathy, as some of the instances found in
Intercorp (e.g. znds to or to vis). Only the PEs and particle contact devices in the interrogative
mode (vis?, ze jo?, no? and ne?) are found sufficient for the rhetorical type of empathizers, [49].

[49] Oh okay. How about the whole "man walking on the moon" thing, you know? You could. You
could see the strings people! (SO09E08_1)
Aha, dobre. Co tieba to, Ze se clovek prochdzel po mésici, N0? Vzdyt to byly loutky, prosim té.

- This excerpt is an example of an empathizer where the speaker does not intent to make the
listener empathize, rather he wants him to understand and grasp the meaning of the utterance.
Unlike with appealers, here the speaker poses a rhetorical question that does not require a reply.
Furthermore, the Czech counterpart has the same function, employing the particle contact
device no?
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4.2.3.5 Inform marker (Friends)

The most common pragmatic function is the inform marker with 39 instances found in the
Friends corpus. The position preferred by this function is clause initial, with a third of the
instances initial in the turn as well; in fact, inform marker turns out to be the preferred function for
the 1l position, as it covers more than the half of all the 11 instances (52,9%); the same can be said
for the IM position as well (48,9%). The clause medial and clause-final positions are then slightly
less than the average CC in Friends. Similarly, half of the instances (51,3%) yielded zero
counterparts (including all the MM instances). There are only three cases of interrogative inform
markers in the Czech translation.

As for the rest of the concrete Czech counterparts, the inform markers include almost half
of all the vedétr instances, mostly in the form of a PE or a superordinate clause; also, the three
interrogative sentences are cases of veder. Beside these, the list contains two particle contact
devices, one imperative interjection hele and several particles, e.g. the colloquial prosté (3).

Although the inform markers of Friends also express shared knowledge and indicate new
pieces of information or some underlying message, often, the distinction is not as clear as in
Intercorp, e.g. [50]. Overall, the Czech inform markers of Friends are quite appropriate, as many
of the semantically richer translations occur among them. The number of PEs is higher than in

other functions, and so are the particles (in comparison to the semantically empty particle contact

1 IM MM FM FF X Total % pos
i6(2);vis
I copak 4 9(23,1%) | 52,9%
nevis...?;
To vi§, Ze...?
prosté(3);
vite(2); totiz;
IM treba; vis; 10 22 (56,4%) | 48,9%
vlastné;hele; | opravdu
jé ale nic
MM 4 4(10,3%) | 21,1%
FM Y 2 4(10,3%) | 22,2%
VIS
FF
5(12,8%) | 10 (25,6%) |2 (5,1%) |2 (5.1%)| 0 | 20 (51,3%)| 39 39%

Table 22: The positions of inform markers and their Czech counterparts (Friends)
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devices). Among the notable counterparts we can mention the particles prosté and treba,
indicating the explanations, or fotiz and copak nevis...? that point to shared knowledge of the
speakers (while explaining in the process), and viastné or to vis, Ze...? that introduce new pieces of
information. Not mentioning the vedet instances that are suitable for all the discussed types.
[50]"You got a man who's a nanny...? You got a manny...? You know, I don’t mind a... male nanny,
but I do draw the line at a male wetnurse."

“Chlap, ze déld chivu? TakZe chiivdk? Vite, nevadi mi muZska chiiva, ale co nesnesu, je muzska

kojna.” (SO9E06_18)

4.3 The comparison of Friends and Intercorp

In the last section of the analytical part, the results of the analysis of the excerpts from
Intercorp (4.1) and from Friends (4.2) are to be compared, mainly the positions, the Czech
counterparts, and the pragmatic functions. However, from an overall point of view, the two
corpora differ greatly as well. Firstly, the average frequency of the CC in Friends is much higher
than in Intercorp, exactly twenty-two times more (see 3.1.3), mostly due to the type of the
material in Intercorp®’. However, as multiple CCs within one turn are common in Friends, while
Intercorp yields only one such example (JF_2/3), it is clear that the frequency of the markers is
higher in the almost natural conversation in Friends than in the conversations in literature books.
Moreover, while the environment of the markers in Friends is often vague with numerous
hesitations and other markers of tentativeness, the utterances in Intercorp are mostly consistent

without any interruptions or any clusters of CCs (which are common in Friends).

4.3.1 The positions in Friends and Intercorp compared

Regarding the positions, the general tendency in Friends is to appear at the beginning of a
clause, while the position preferred in Intercorp is at the end. Moreover, the final turn position has
up to seventeen instances in the latter, while in Friends there is only one; the FM position is
almost twice as common in Intercorp as well. The IM and Il positions are consequently almost

twice as common in Friends, resulting in equality of the clause-medial positions (MM).

®1As discussed already in 3.1.3, Intercorp material predominantly consists of retold text absent of features of the
spoken language.
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100 100 100 100 100 100
Table 23: Positions of you know CCs (Intercorp and Friends)

As for their corresponding positions in the Czech versions, there are several different
tendencies in each of the texts. In Friends, the main recurring tendency of the CCs is their
elimination during the language transfer, common in all the positions®, especially in the MM
position of which 79,4% instances were represented as zero counterparts, suggesting the lesser
importance of the hesitant intrusive elements. In Intercorp, where the elimination is less common,
as only 18% in total were eliminated, the FF position has not yielded any zero translations, hinting
at its rather important function; similarly, the initial turn position was less prone to deletion as
well. Based on the analysis of Intercorp (see 4.1.2.3), it has been suggested that it is the medial
turn position that is mainly prone to elimination; however, Friends shows that even the Il

positions are deleted.

11 IM | MM FM FF Zero Total | Changed
I 9 1 (10%) 10 0/1
IM 16 2 2 4 (16,7%) 24 4/8
MM 1 2 9 0 1 4 (23,5%) 17 8/12
FM 4 3 16 9 (28,1%) 32 7/16
FF 2 15 0 17 2/2
Total 12 22 12 18 18 18 100 21/39
T 10 7 (41,3%) 17 0/7
IM 1 20 4 1 19 (42,2%) 45 6/25
MM 4 15 (79,4%) 19 0/15
FM 9 9 (50%) 18 0/9
FF 1 0 1 0/0
Total | 10 21 8 9 2 50 100 6/56

Table 24: The movement of positions during the translation transfer (Intercorp and Friends)

62| stands for initial position, M stands for medial position and F stands for final position.

%311 stands for clause-initial and turn-initial position; IM stands for clause-initial but turn-medial position; MM
stands for medial position in both the clause and the turn; MF stands for clause-final and turn-medial position;
FF stands for final positions in both the clause and the turn

%The first number stands only for the changes in positions, while the second also includes the zero counterparts.

% As there is only one example of a FF position in the original Friends text, it is not taken under consideration.
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Moreover, whereas the CCs in Friends have hardly changed any positions during the
translation (only six IM positions moved), in Intercorp up to seventeen instances have changed
position. The reasons behind these movements were in many cases drawn by the rules of Czech
syntax, with superordinate clauses needing the initial positions (e.g. [16]) and particles the medial
clause (MM) position (e.g. [8]). It is interesting to note that all of the Czech MM positions in
Friends were syntactically required (hesitations, e.g. [43], or particles, e.g. [9]), while only four
out of the twelve MM positions in Intercorp had such necessities, with the rest being PEs (e.g.

[33]) that do not sound as natural in this position, suggesting the lesser naturalness of the prose.

4.3.1.1 The positions in Friends and Intercorp compared to external results

It is interesting to compare our results of positions with those of other researchers, like
Povolna (2003%), Muzikant (2007), Erman (1987) or Macaulay (1991)%, who in their analysis
deal with real natural conversations; however, as Povolna (2003), Erman (1987) and Muzikant
(2007) distinguish only the positions within a turn, while Macaulay (1991) distinguishes only the

positions within a clause, the comparison has to be done separately.

10% 73% 17% 100%
17% 82% 1% 100%
0,6% 99,7% 9,7% 100%
1 139 15 155
0% 83,3% 16,7% 100%
0 35 7 42
5% 84,6% 10,4% 100%
14 236 29 279

Table 25: Turn positions of Intercorp and Friends compared to the results of

Povolna, Muzikant and Erman

% Ideally, we would be able to use the most up-to-date results of Povolna (2010) from her monograph IDM;
unfortunately, the author does not distinguish between you know and other you-oriented markers in most of her
results and therefore the data used for comparison of positions had to be taken from her earlier work of 2003.

87 As the results from Povolna (2003) were too different from ours, other data was included in the comparison as
well.

%8 Erman (1987:36) uses twelve texts from the LLC in his analysis, each containing 5000 words: S.1.1, S.1.2,
S.1.4,S.15,S.1.6,S.1.8,S.1.9,S.2.3,S.2.5,S.2.6, S.2.14 and S.3.3 (see Svartvik: 1990).
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As follows from the Table 25, all the results agree with the medial turn position as being the
most common, although in Povolna’s research (2003) the medial position is even more common
than in our material. However, it is the marginal positions that yield different results: the FF
position in the LLC texts is ten times more common than in Friends, whereas the Il position
occurs in 17% of the cases in Friends while there are almost no cases in Povolna (2003) nor in
Muzikant (2007). However, there are fourteen cases (5%) of Il CCs in Erman’s material (1987),
showing that the initial turn position is possible in real natural conversations as well, although not
as often as the results of Friends show. As it seems, the turn-positions of the Intercorp material
resemble the results of the LLC of natural conversation more than those of Friends.

Similar conclusion has resulted from our comparison of the clause positions in Intercorp
and Friends with those of Macaulay (1991:156). The MM position is low in all the compared
corpora, quarter or less than the total number of instances. However, the preferred position in
Macaulay (ibid.) is the clause-final with 55%, similarly to the results from Intercorp; the clause
initial, on the other hand, is the least common (20%), unlike in our results of Friends (62%).

Surprisingly, these results go contrary to our expectation, as we predicted the CCs of Friends to

be more alike as those of natural conversations.

17%

49%

62% 19% 19% 100%
20% 25% 55% 100%
unknown

Table 26: Clause positions of Intercorp and Friends compared to the results of
Macaulay (1991)

4.3.2 The Czech translation counterparts in Friends and Intercorp  compared

The Czech translation counterparts are very distinct in the two analyzed corpora, as can be
seen from Table 27. Firstly, the zero counterparts represent half of all the examples in Friends,
while there are only eighteen in Intercorp, leaving for a more possible variety of translations in
the remaining 82 instances. However, that is not the case, as more than half of the remaining

counterparts (45=55%) are formed by the verb veéder, mostly in the form of a PE, which is the
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most common type in Intercorp, with 64 instances in total (78%). In Friends, on the other hand,
the PEs (14=28%) are only just as common as particles (13=26%) or the particle contact devices
(11=22%); the verb vedet occurs fifteen times, i.e. only 30% of the counterparts (excluding the
zero translations), which is significantly less compared to the 45 (55%) instances in Intercorp.
However, had we decided to consider the attention-seeking interjection hele as a PE, as it is in its
function similar and originally comes from the verb hledet (see 4.1.2.1), the numbers of PEs
would have been more balanced between the two corpora.

If looked at closely, the instances with the verb véder differ greatly in the two corpora.
Beside the most simple PEs, vis, vite, vis?, Friends only contains two superordinate clauses to vis,
Ze...? and negative copak nevis, ze...?, and a PE accompanied by a particle contact device nd, vis.
In Intercorp, on the other hand, the verb védet is presented in numerous ways; out of the 39 vedet
PEs, 25 are the simple vis(?) and vite(?), while the remaining are accompanied by particles or
pronouns: fo prece vite, vsak vis and to vis with three instances a piece, and once vis to? and vis
co. The last four PEs have the morphological form of a conditional with the connective function,
e.g. abys vedel. The rest of the veder examples in Intercorp are four instances or superordinate
clauses vis prece, Ze... sam vite, Ze..., sam Vvis, Ze... and vis, Ze...; and one instance of a separate

sentence: vis, co myslim. The last case to mention is the dative of contact, suggested by Duskova

Zero counterpart 18 50
Translated counterpart 82 (100%) 50 (100%)
Superordinate clause 4 (5%) 2 (4%)
Vodot Separate sentence 4569 1 (1%) 15 0
Contact dative+vi§ (55%™) 1 (1%) (30%) 0
PE PE 39 (48%) 64 13 (26%) 14
Other PE 25 (30%) (78%) 1 (2%) (28%)
Particle 5 (6%) 13 (26%)
Particle contact device 0 11 (22%)
Interjection hele 1 (1%) 7 (14%)
Other superordinate clause 2 (2%) 1 (2%)
Conjunction 1 (1%) 0
Other 3 (4%) 2 (4%)
TOTAL 100 100

Table 27: Types of Czech counterparts in (Intercorp and Friends)

% The percentage in the brackets signifies the portion of the instances out of the corresponding Czech translated
counterparts from which the zero counterparts were excluded.
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(2009); however, only one instance was found — in Intercorp — and was accompanied by the PE
vis as well. The scarce occurrence of the dative of contact in our analysis can be explained by its
rather obsolescent nature.

It is interesting to note that there are no instances of the particle contact devices (no jo, no
etc.) in Intercorp, although Friends yields almost a quarter of such counterparts among the
translated examples. On the other hand, other PEs than those of védeér are rather scarce in Friends
(1), while in Intercorp, various types of PEs are possible (24=29%). Moreover, most of the 63
PEs are accompanied by other particles and pronouns again, e.g. fo vis, expressions that are not
occurring in Friends; however, that might be due to the space restrictions on the show Friends.

The exact similarities and differences in the translation counterparts, as captured in Table
28, show that beside the verb vedér and the zero counterparts, it is only several more cases that
have occurred in both corpora. Apart from the PE rozumét that is found once in Friends and ten
times in Intercorp, only the particles #eba and totiz, and the interjection hele occur in both
analyses. In total, there are 76™ instances of counterparts in each corpus that occur in both

Friends and Intercorp.

znat’! 5 védeét 45/15 prosté 4
chapat 4 rozumét 10/1 viastné 2
(byt) jasné 3 hele 1/6 vzdyt 2
Fici 3 tieba 1/2 Ze jo? 2
poslouchat 2 totiz 1/2 Ze...Ze (repetition) 2
prece 2 zero counterpart 18/50 no 2
uznat 1 no jo 2
zapominat 1 j6 2
pochopit 1 jé, ale nic 1
tedy 1 no?/ne? 2
taky 1 Ehm (hesitation) 1
opravdu 1
je fakt, ze 1

TOTAL 24 76/76 24

200

Table 28: Czech counterparts in Friends and Intercorp juxtaposed

"% The fact that the number of instances that co-occur in both corpora is 76 in both Friends and Intercorp is
solely coincidental.
™t All the Czech counterparts are represented in their base form for simplification.
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Out of the 24 varied instances that occurred only in one corpus, many are of single
translations (occurring only once), some, on the other hand, are surprisingly common. Whereas
most of the different counterparts in Intercorp are particularized verbs (or particle expressions as
we call them), in Friends it is predominantly particles and the particle contact devices. The verbs
represented in Intercorp are five cases of znat, four cases of chapat and once pochopit, three times
ici and (byt) jasné, twice poslouchat and once of each zapominat and uznat. Semantically, most
of these are similar to the verbs shared by both corpora, védét (=znét, (byt) jasné) and rozumét
(=chéapat, pochopit) indicating their appropriateness in spite of their absence in Friends. The verbs
poslouchat, zapominat and uznat occur in an imperative form, thus expressing the speaker-
orientation typical of the you know CC; moreover, poslys has similar contact function as the
interjection hele, and therefore could be easily used in Friends as well. The preference for hele
can be explained by its rather semantic emptiness compared to poslys. The verb 7ici is the only
slightly different; however, it always appears with the pronoun ti as an object (e.g. Feknu ti),
indicating the speaker wants the addressee to know (védér) what he is about to say. The remaining
Czech counterparts used only in Intercorp are the interjection tedy, and particles prece and taky.
Out of these, only prece carries the meaning of the you know CC in itself, as it refers to shared
knowledge; moreover prece twice accompanies some of the PEs in Intercorp as well.

In Friends, there are no extra PEs that have not occurred in Intercorp already, and the only
expression with a verb is the subordinate clause je fakt, Ze which is semantically similar to the PE
abych ti pravdu rekla in Intercorp; another related example is the modal particle opravdu in
Friends. The rest of the particles that is unique for Friends are four cases of the rather colloquial
prosté, and two cases of viastne and vzdyt, all predominantly indicating the function of an inform
marker. The remaining Czech counterparts mark the more natural and colloquial tone of the
material, especially the cases of particle contact devices: two instances of Ze jo?, no, no jo and jo,
and one instance of no?, ne? and je, ale nic. The repetition Ze...Ze and hesitation ehm indicate the

tentative language in Friends, reflecting the nature of the you know CC in the original.
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4.3.3 The sentence types in Friends and Intercorp compared

The sentence types of the Czech counterparts in Friends and Intercorp are almost
equivalent in numbers with imperatives around 10%'? of the translated counterparts and
interrogatives around 18%. However, the counterparts differ greatly in the forms: the imperatives
of Intercorp include appealers na to nezapomerite!, chapejte and poslys, empathizers pochop, no
uznej! and poslys, and the inform marker hele. The imperatives of Friends are all the contact
interjections hele, once in the inform marker function and five times in the appealer one. As for
the interrogative mode, there are fourteen cases in Intercorp (17,1%) and ten in Friends (20%),
the former consists of appealers: chapete?, jasny?, jasné? and vis?(2), empathizers je vam jasne,
Ze?, rozumis? and vite?, and inform markers vite? vis to? vis?(3); the latter of appealer rozumis?,
empathizers ne?, no? ze jo? (2) and vis? (2), and inform markers vis?, copak nevis, Ze...? and to
vis, ze...?. Overall, the choice of the imperatives is consistent with the tendencies of each corpora,
with Intercorp showing more variety while Friends showing simplicity and wider semantic
emptiness. The similar can be said about the interrogatives, although the inform markers in

Friends are more complex than is usual. Both modes are mostly distributed around empathizers

and appealers, although there are some non-declarative inform markers as well.

Declarative Imperative Interrogative
62 (75,6%"°) 7 (8,5%) 13 (15,9%) 18 100

34 (68%) 6 (12%) 10 (20%) 50 100
Table 29: Sentence types of both English you know CCs and their Czech counterparts ( Intercorp and Friends)

4.3.4 Pragmatic functions in Friends and Intercorp compared

As stated in the theoretical part of this paper (see 2.4), you know CC can have five possible
functions: appealer (A), inform marker (I-M), empathizer (E), verbal filler (VF) and monitor.
While Friends contained all of the aforementioned functions, although the monitor occurred only

once, Intercorp lacked the last function. As can be seen from the Table 30, there are not many

"2 The percentage represents the part out of the realized Czech equivalents excluding the zero counterparts.
" For easier comparison, the percentages of each type of the realized Czech counterparts (excluded of the zero
translations) was included as well, out of the total of 82 (100%) for Intercorp and 50 (100%) for Friends.
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great differences in the distribution of the functions, although they are more evenly distributed in
Friends. The inform marker is the most common in both corpora, however Intercorp (52%) yields
a lot more instances than Friends (39%). Empathizer is the second most common in both, with
26% and 24%, respectively, similarly to appealer, which is found in comparable quantity as well,
12% and 16%, respectively. Verbal filler is the only function that is twice as common in Friends
(20%), presumably due to the more tentative nature of the language.

In addition to the distribution of functions in both corpora, the Table 30 also presents the
results of Povolna’s research (2010). As is suggested, Povolna’s results are similar to ours, with
the inform marker as the most common (63,7%), followed by the less common empathizer
(16,5%) and appealer (8,8%); moreover, she has also found only one instance of monitor.
Interestingly, the gap between inform markers and empathizers is more similar to that of

Intercorp, rather than to that of Friends, where the inform markers are not as common; however,

that could be explained by the lack of the verbal filler function in Povolna’s analysis (2010).”

52% 26% 12% 0
39% 24% 16% 20% 1% 100%

0,
63,7% (65) | 26,5%(27) | 88%(9) - 1% (1) %fgz/;

Table 30: Pragmatic functions of you know CC ( Intercorp and Friends) compared to Povolna (2010)

Before we proceed to individual functions, we should make a brief note about the positions
in each of the categories (see table 31). The tendency of the turn positions stays the same in all the
functions of both corpora, except for the appealers of Intercorp where the M and FF turn position
are almost equally as common. As for the clause positions, MM is most frequent for all verbal

fillers; the final clause position (FM+FF) is predominant in the rest of the functions of Intercorp,

™ In her analysis, Povolna (2010) does not account for the function of VVF suggested by Stenstrom (1994) and
therefore it is skipped in our comparison.

™ It is interesting to note that in her earlier work, Povolna (2003) identified the pragmatic functions differently
than in 2010. Her original results of three LLC texts were: 32,3% of I-Ms, 58% of Es, 5,8% of As and 2,2% of
Ms. Although only one of the texts was then re-used in her 2010 analysis, the number of Es have changed so
rapidly that after calculating the possibilities it was clear that Povolnd must have re-thought some of the
instances of Es and identified them as I-Ms. This confirms our assumption of great unsteadiness and the
inevitable subjectivity in identifying the pragmatic functions of comment clauses.
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especially with empathizers and appealers, while in Friends, only the empathizers, stand at the
end more often. The rest of the functions in Friends then follow the trend of the whole corpus,

occurring mostly at the begging of clauses (I1+IM). The only function that is also strong in the

initial clause position in Intercorp is the inform marker.

11+IM | MM | FM+FF [ 11+IM | MM | EM+FF [ 1I+IM [ MM | EM+FF | [1+IM | MM | EM+FF
21 7 24 9 2 15 2 1 9 2 8 0
52 26 12 10 100
I M FF I M FFIN M FF N M FF
9 30 0]1 23 0|6 9 1]1 19 0
[1+IM | MM [ EM+FF [ 1I+IM | MM [ FM+FF [ 11+IM | MM | FM+FF | [1+IM | MM | FM+FF
31 4 4 10 1 13 15 0 1 6 13 1
39 24 16 20 100

Table 31: Pragmatic functions of you know CC (Intercorp and Friends) and their positions

4.3.4.1 Verbal Fillers in Friends and Intercorp compared

In both the corpora, the function of verbal filler turns out to be the most distinct one, often
splitting two constituents or intersecting one (usually a predicate), and functioning as the so called
intrusive element. In Intercorp, this MM position with the staller function covers the majority of
the verbal fillers, while in Friends, the clause initial position, usually when the speaker is taken by
surprise, is rather common as well (although such an instance is found in Intercorp too). Overall,
the verbal fillers in English do not seem to differ much between the corpora. For the distribution
of positions see the Table 31 above.

As for the Czech version of verbal fillers, however, the counterparts vary greatly. In
Intercorp, many of the counterparts are represented by particle expressions (PEs) that are not as
semantically empty as they should be, e.g. rozumis [26] has a slight prompting force in these
cases, asking the hearer if he understands, instead of just stalling. In Friends, on the other hand,
the counterparts are mostly the particle contact devices (no jo and no, vis) and hesitators (ehm and
Ze ...ze). The only particle used in both verbal filler groups is tFeba; interestingly, it could be

considered a good representation of a verbal filler as it is quite semantically empty, used while the
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speaker is deciding what to say. The rest of the instances are zero counterparts, which seem
accurate in the case of Intercorp, where the better alternative, the particle contact devices (like
no), would sound odd. In Friends, on the other hand, the particle contact devices would sound
natural and for their shortness they would even fit into the time-sensitive dubbing, however, they

are not as common, as most of the counterparts are covered by the zero equivalents.

4.3.4.2 Appealers in Friends and Intercorp compared

Appealers are overall quite rare in our analysis, although Friends has slightly more
instances of such prompters; however, we expected the difference to be bigger, as the
conversation of Friends is more impulsive and imposing. Although Povolna (2010) suggested the
final turn position (FF) as being the most appropriate for appealers, only six such instances were
found in the analysis, of which only one in Friends (see Table 31 above). However, the clause-
final position proved to be productive of appealers as well, although only in Intercorp™. On the
other hand, the initial position of clauses (as well as some turns) seems to be appropriate for
appealers as well, as examples from both the corpora show: the speakers often call for attention of
the listener by dragging them into the conversation with the hearer-oriented marker at the
beginning, e.g. [28]. In Friends, the CC is also more pronounced at its initial appealer positions.

The rising intonation, supposedly typical of appealers, was found four times among
appealers in the English material, although again only once in Friends. Their Czech counterparts
were thus represented in the interrogative mode; moreover, two more interrogatives and three
imperatives occurred in Intercorp, and five cases of imperative hele in Friends. Interestingly, no
indicative mode appeared at the final positions of all the Czech appealers. In the initial positions,
the most suitable seem the imperative interjections hele of Friends, and poslys of Intercorp,
having similar semantic function of calling for attention. Unlike these, the remaining initial
positions have little attention force in Czech, with PEs vis and other particles and particle contact

devices. Although we would expect all appealers to have a Czech counterpart, five instances in

"® Friends yielded some clause-final instances with a rising intonation as well, those, however, were rather
inaudible in the audio material and functioned more as empathizer than appealers.
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Friends and one in Intercorp occurred as zero counterparts; however, as they occurred less than
the zero equivalents of the CC in general (50% and 18% respectively), their elimination is still

acceptable.

4.3.4.3 Empathizer in Friends and Intercorp compared

Empathizers turn out to occupy one quarter of each analyzed corpus, with 26 instances in
Intercorp and 24 in Friends. In both, we can find instances of empathizers apologizing or asking
for understanding and empathy, as well as cases where the speaker makes sure he is understood.
Interestingly, even the positions of the empathizers are similar in both corpora, with preferred
final clause positions (out of which some are even turn final in Intercorp), low numbers in MM
and Il positions, and considerable numbers in IM (see Table 31 above).

The number of rising intonations of the English examples is even higher than those of
appealers, with nine instances in total, although only two are from Intercorp (a reversed situation
to that of appealers); eight Czech counterparts then occur in the interrogative mode (Six in
Friends) and three in the imperative (only in Intercorp). Moreover, the zero counterparts of
Friends appear much below their average (37,5% compared to 50% of all the CCs); those of
Intercorp were eliminated almost just as commonly as the rest of the corpus. Therefore, it can be
said that both sets of English empathizers are very similar to appealers in their form; in the case of
Friends, there are even more cases of empathizers than appealers of the typical appealer form
described by Povolna (2010). However, although the form and final position of instances like Ze
jo? might seem like an appealer, its weak prompting function is undisputable. It is plausible that
many of these cases of rhetorical questions are used for comical purposes on the TV show.

There are no strong empathizers among the Czech counterparts of Friends, although the
particle contact devices and some PEs could be considered suitable; in Intercorp, on the other
hand, we can find several interesting translations which in themselves evoke the empathizer
function, as the imperatives poslys, pochop and No uznej!, or the PEs like ro vis, vsak vis, znas to

and to prece vite.
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4.3.4.4 Inform markers in Friends and Intercorp compared

Inform marker is the most common function in both Intercorp and Friends as well as in
Povolna’s research (2010), proving that sharing of information without emotional subtexts is the
most common in all types of materials. Both corpora contain many instances of markers
indicating shared knowledge and connecting information with its explanation. However, Friends’
use of the you know marker in the inform marker function seems slightly more vague than that of
Intercorp (see [50]) as the sub-functions are not always clear.

While the positions in Intercorp are distributed similarly to those of all the CC in the corpus
(a fact not so surprising, as inform markers cover half of all the instances in Intercorp), in
Friends, the preference goes to the initial positions (I11+1M) and the clause medial and final are left
behind (see Table 31). As for the sentence mode, beside the indicative mode, only the
interrogative was found in both corpora, with five cases in Intercorp and three in Friends. In the
zero counterparts, both corpora follow the tendency of all the markers in each corpus.

As for the rest of the Czech equivalents, Intercorp seems to include many cases of adequate
counterparts to the English inform markers, like abys védel for new information, totiz or rozumis
for explanations, vis prece for shared information etc. Friends, surprisingly is rich for similar
instances as well (at least comparatively to the majority of rather semantically empty counterparts
in the rest of the functions), as it includes several vedét PEs and explanatory particles like rotiz
and proste. However, there are still too many zero counterparts and empty particle contact devices

to consider the set of Friends’ counterparts perfect.
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5. CONCLUSION

The aim of the present study was to describe the phenomenon of comment clauses (CCs)
aka interactive discourse markers, such as you know or I mean, and to analyze the former in two
types of corpora. The first corpus represented language of written form from Intercorp, while the
other contained spoken language of television, similar to that of natural conversation, from the TV
show Friends. The you know CC was then analyzed in respect to its pragmatic functions (mainly
based on Povolna (2010) and Stenstrém (1994)) as well as to its Czech translation counterparts.
For the actual analysis, 100 examples of you know CC were excerpted from each of the corpora,
with their corresponding Czech equivalents as well.

After the examples were collected, each you know CC was studied on the ground of its
position within the clause, their Czech translation equivalents and their sentence types and
syntactic status. Later, the pragmatic functions were identified and each of the functions analyzed
in respect to their positional preferences and Czech counterparts again, as we expected for each
function to follow some tendencies in the translation as well. In the end, both corpora were
compared and some inferences were made. Our hypotheses are listed in the theoretical part of this
paper (see 3.4) and the rest of the conclusion chapter will follow the points suggested there.

Firstly, based on the analysis of Friends done by Quaglio (2009) we assumed that although
scripted conversations of televisions are only imitations of the reality, their representation would
be genuinely natural, only with differences in quantity of the features of spoken discourse (see
2.6). However, in respect to the number of you know CCs in the analyzed episodes of Friends, its
frequency is equally high as in the natural conversations of the London-Lund Corpus (LLC) or the
Longman Grammar Corpus (LGC) (see 3.1.4, Table 2), showing that the chosen episodes are just
as rich in the vagueness of language as the real discourse (supported by the presence of other

markers of vagueness as well).
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As for the language of Intercorp, it was expected that the written conversations of prose
would not sound as natural as in Friends and the frequency of the you know CC would be much
lower, mostly due to the material covering not only the conversations of characters but mainly the
descriptions and inner monologues. However, it is not only the frequency (which is twenty-two
times lower) of the CC in the text, but also its environment that looks less natural even at the first
glance; there are almost no hesitations or slips of the tongue, and the markers of vagueness,
emotive language or informality are scarce as well.

Although the features of natural language are less common in Intercorp, it was still assumed
that the preference for positions and the distribution of pragmatic functions would reflect that of
Friends; moreover, we expected that Friends would yield almost the same results as the natural
conversations in Povolna (2010) and other researches. However, this hypothesis turned out to be
incorrect. As follows from Table 25 (4.3.1.1), the preferences for turn positions of the LLC texts
are distributed as in Intercorp (0-10% of turn-initial, 73%-99% of turn-medial and 10%-17% turn-
final positions), while the positions in Friends occurred more often in the turn-initial position
(17%) than in the final (1%). Similar results can be said of the clause positions represented in the
Table 26, as in Friends, the clause-initial position as preferred (62%), while in Intercorp and the
natural conversations of Macaulay’s research (1991), it is the clause-final position that is the most
common (49% and 55%, respectively).

As for the distribution of pragmatic functions, Intercorp results are yet again slightly closer
to those of Povolna’s (2010), where, unlike in Friends, the occurrence of inform markers is twice
as common as the second most common function empathizer, see Table 30. Apart from the bigger
gap between inform markers and empathizers, all the corpora yield almost similar results in the
distribution of pragmatic functions. The unexpected similarity between Intercorp and corpora of
natural conversation in the distribution of positions and pragmatic functions cannot, however, be

taken as definite, as more material would be necessary.
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As regards the translation material, all the CCs in each corpus were provided with
translation equivalents; in the case of Friends the videos of Czech version of the episodes were
used. As the PE vis, a typical Czech counterpart to you know CC, is not as common in the Czech
language, the high number of zero counterparts, i.e. cases of elimination, was expected in both
corpora, with 18% of instances in Intercorp and 50% in Friends, where the emissions were even
more probable due to the restrictions of the audiovisual translation (2.7).

Moreover, based on the descriptions of contact devices in Czech in chapter 2.5, we correctly
expected the Czech translation counterparts to mostly yield the particle expressions aka the verbal
contact devices of which Béli¢ova (1993) gives many examples (see 2.5.2), both in the indicative
mode as well as in the imperative and interrogative modes, e.g. vis, poslys or chapete?. Also,
although the contact dative might be rather an obsolete device, we assumed some cases would still
occur in the formal writing in Intercorp; however, only one such case was found (Intercorp) and it
was accompanied by the PE vis as well (see 4.1.2.1). Furthermore, both corpora contained
ordinary particles, e.g. prece, totiz, as well as cases of superordinate clauses, e.g. sam vis, Ze...,
that have the potential of being contracted into the form of particle expressions (see 2.5.3). The
most distinct, and also absent in Intercorp, turned out to be the expressions like jo?, no jo or zZe
jo? that we have decided to call the particle contact devices, following the proposition of Grepl et
al. (1995), as they all have a strong contact function and are rather on the border between
interjections and particles (see 3.3.4). Their presence in Friends can be explained by their rather
informal conversational nature that is typical of spoken discourse as well as by its shortness that is
suitable for the audiovisual translation. Lastly, we should mention the imperative interjection hele
(common in Friends) that in its attention-seeking function reminds of other imperatives like
poslys and could be considered a PE of some sort.

Moreover, the positions of the Czech counterparts go hand in hand with their syntactic type,
as several of the CCs changed their position during the translation (see Table 24). Beside several

cases of random movements (mainly in Intercorp), most of the changes were required by the
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syntactic status of the Czech counterparts, e.g. particles had to be moved to medial-clause
positions and superordinate clauses into initial clause positions. In fact, all the medial clause
positions in Friends were syntactically required to be as such; in Intercorp, on the other hand,
some counterparts in the medial clause position did not have such necessities and thus sounded
artificial. As for the elimination of Czech counterparts in specific positions, the zero counterparts
in Friends were common in all positions, although slightly more so in the clause-medial one,
while in Intercorp they occurred mostly in the turn-medial position and none in the turn-final one.

As for the pragmatic functions, appealers correctly turned out to be scarce in the analyzed
material (12% in Intercorp and 16% in Friends), even in the Friends corpus, where we expected a
slightly more markers with the prompting function, as the conversations in television are more
dynamic and imposing. Although, based on Povolna (2010), we expected appealers to appear
mostly in the turn-final position, it was the clause-initial and sometimes turn-initial position that
was found among appealers in Friends , and mostly the clause-final in Intercorp (although half of
the instances were turn-final as well). Unexpectedly, some of the instances were eliminated in the
Czech translation, although only one in Intercorp and five in Friends, where the tendency for
omission is strong in all functions. As for the rest of the Czech appealers, they mostly occurred in
the interrogative and imperative mode, enhancing the prompting force e.g. poslys, chapete? or
jasny? in Intercorp, or five cases of hele and one rozumis? in Friends.

Similarly, we correctly assumed that inform markers would be the most common in both
corpora (52% in Intercorp and 39% in Friends), thus it is no surprise that in their positional
preference they follow the tendencies of each of the corpora. Their functions are to introduce
shared information, to indicate a new piece of information, or to indicate an additional explanation
of the previously mentioned, without any emotional subtext or appeal.

Empathizers turned out to be the second most common group in both corpora, with 26
instances in Intercorp and 24 in Friends, although we expected Friends to contain more instances

due to the close relationship of the characters in the series. In both corpora they are used to
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apologize, ask for understanding and empathy, or to make sure if the speaker is understood. In
their preference for position, mode and the number of zero counterparts they are similar to
appealers, as they prefer not only the clause-final but also clause-initial position (this time even in
Intercorp), their mode is often imperative or interrogative and they contain less zero equivalents
than is the tendency of each corpus. Although there are many Czech counterparts that reflect the
empathic nature in Intercorp, e.g. pochop, to vis, znds to etc., in Friends there are not almost any,
except for some particle contact devices.

As expected, verbal fillers occurred mostly in the clause-medial position, splitting two
constituents or intersecting one (usually a predicate), although, surprisingly, the initial clause
position was found as well, often when the speaker was taken by surprise. Moreover, they were
twice less common in Intercorp (10%), as their stalling nature is not so suitable for written texts;
similarly, their Czech counterparts often sounded unnatural, being realized by PEs like rozumis
and thus altering their pragmatic function, while the more appropriate elimination was scarce. In
Friends, on the other hand, the zero counterparts covered fifteen of the twenty verbal fillers, a
number too high, as the other remaining instances were cases of particle contact devices or
hesitations which were perfectly adequate, and suitable for the time-sensitive audio-translation.
The last type of functions, a monitor, occurred only once, in Friends, and, contrary to our
expectations, was not accompanied by any other marker like I mean, as suggested Povolna (2010).

The results of our analysis show that even though the positions of the you know CCs in
Intercorp are closer in their distribution to those of natural conversation, it is the corpus of
Friends that in its Czech counterparts yields more realistic and natural examples. However, some
translation equivalents in Intercorp, especially those of empathizers, are worth noticing as well.
Thus, a further study can be suggested to help clarify the discrepancy between the tendencies.
We hope to have provided a systematic description and analysis of the comment clause you know,
helped clarify the pragmatic functions that the markers can have, and pointed to the most adequate

Czech counterparts that can be used during translations.
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RESUME

Tématem této diplomové prace je popis a analyza tzv. anglickych ,,comment clauses, tj.
kontaktovych vét (dale KV’’) you know v korpusu psaného textu (Intercorp) a Kkorpusu
vytvofeného z osmi epizod seridlu Prdtelé (puv. nazev Friends), ktery zastupuje mluvenou
podobu jazyka. Analyza vychazi z ptedpokladu, Ze jazyk seridlu Prdtelé je ve své piirozenosti a
hovorové povaze blizky pfirozenému mluvenému jazyku a mulze byt tedy porovnan
S nepiirozenou formou psaného stylu. V idealnim ptipad¢ bychom analyzovali korpus ptirozeného
jazyka, jako napiiklad London-Lund Corpus (dale LLC), ten vSak nebyl pieloZzen do Ceského
jazyka, a tak by pro nas§ zdmeér nebyl vhodnym materidlem. Diky ¢eskym piekladim Pratel a texti
z korpusu Intercorp muzeme podrobit analyze nejen pragmatické funkce kontaktovych vét, ale
zaroven také jejich prekladové protéjsky. Dale se zabyvame jejich pozicemi v ramci vét (clauses)
a promluv (turns), jejich funkcemi v ramci syntaxe a vétnymi typy.

Teoreticka Cast prace nabizi sebrany souhrn informaci tykajici se kontaktovych vét, nejen
jak je popisuji Quirk et al. (1985) v jejich anglické gramatice CGEL (viz. 2.1), ale také pohledy
lingvistl, ktefi se zabyvaji analyzou diskursu a na markery typu you know se specializuji (2.2-
2.4). Prehled potencidlnich ceskych prekladovych ekvivalentl, navrzeny Duskovou (2009),
Bélicovou (1993) a dvojici Grepl & Karlik (1998, 1999) je nastinén v kapitole 2.6, jazyk
pouzivany v televiznich serialech v kapitole 2.6, a nakonec je zminén rozdil mezi konvenénim a
audiovizualnim piekladem a nastrahy s tim spojené.

Kontaktové véty, jako napiiklad you know, you see, | mean ¢i | think, jsou Castym znakem
mluveného jazyka v angli¢ting, kde podporuji bezproblémovy tok rozhovoru. Quirk et al. (1985)
je popisuji jako tzv. vsunuté disjunkty, které vyjadiuji postoj mluvc¢iko k promluveé. Ty se bud’
vyskytuji ve formé véty finitni jako obsahové disjunkty nebo ve formé nefinitni jako stylové

disjunkty. NejcastejSim typem kontaktovych vét jsou typ (i) kontaktové veéty ve forme maticové

7 Vyraz , kontaktové véty” byl vytvofen jako preklad ,,comment clauses, tak aby zrcadlil kontaktovou funkci
frézi jako you know a you see, a zarovei byl vérny vétné povaze, kterou vyznavaji Quirk et al. (1985).
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vety hlavni (2.1.1), ktery se dale déli do sémantickych skupin: prostiedky vyjadieni nejistoty,
vyrazy jistotni, vyrazy pocitové a vyrazy upoutavajici posluchacovu pozornost, kam spada nami
analyzovana KV you know (CGEL: 1112-1118).

Déle vpraci (2.2) nastinujeme typické znaky KV, zejména podle Povolné (2010),
z fonologického, syntaktického, sémantického, funk¢éniho, sociolingvistického a stylistického
hlediska. Kriteria, podle kterych se KV Klasifikuji, jsou pak popsany v kapitole 2.3, kde
prihlizime nejen k zavérim Povolné (2010), ale také k poznamkam autord jako Stenstrom (1994,
1995) Brinton (2008) a Erman (1986). Mezi Sest popsanych kriterii patii: syntakticky typ,
orientace na mluvciho/posluchace, pozice markeru, reakce posluchace, prozodické znaky a
situacni kontext. Zde dochazime hlavné k zavéru, ze v nasi praci budeme nasledovat novodoby
piistup ke KV podle Schiffrin (1987), typicky pro ostatni markery diskursu (jako napt. well), kde
se na KV pohlizi jako na vyrazy, které jsou zaclenéné do véty, a tudiz se jejich pozice urcuje
nejen v rdmci promluvy (turn), ale také v ramci véty (clause). V kapitole 2.4 pak popisujeme
konkrétni mozné pragmatické funkce you know KV:  appealers”, ,inform markers*,
»~empathizers®, ,,verbal fillers* a ,,monitors.*

Kapitola 2.5 se soustfedi na mozné Ceské protéjsky k anglickym kontaktovym vétam,
vychézejici z navrzenych piekladt profesorky Duskové v Mluvnici, spadajici do skupiny
kontaktnich prostiedkd. Tam patii napiiklad kontaktovy dativ (Ona vam zbledla) nebo slovesné
prostiedky vis/vite, které Grepl a Karlik (1998) nazyvaji ¢asticové vyrazy (particle expressions),
nebot’ jsou to ptivodné hlavni véty, které byly sémantickym posunem, tzv. partikulizaci, oslabeny
a nabyly funkci Castic, zejména funkci komentujici obsah promluvy. Kromé dvojice visivite,
Bélicova (1993: 45) zminuje mnoho dalSich takovych kontaktovych prostiedkli slovesnych,
spojenych s ,,vyznamem vnimani sluchem ¢i zrakem, chapani/rozuméni, ptredstavovani a jeho
schopnosti, védéni/znalosti, minéni, viry, mluveni/nemluveni apod.”, které se pak Castokrat

v samotné analyze you know objevi.
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V 3. kapitole, Material and method, se pak zabyvame problematickymi ¢astmi analyzy,
postupem zvolenym pii analyze a popisem analyzované¢ho materidlu, hlavné zpiisobem jeho
excerpce, vybéru vhodnych ¢asti korpusu a frekvence analyzované KV you know. Kromé
zdiraznéni zplisobt urCovani pozic KV a problému tykajici se nedostatecného kontextu se
zabyvame skupinou nazvanou Grepl a kol. (1995) ,,kontaktové prostiedky — Castice,” zahrnujici
formy jo? no jo,¢i Ze jo?, a nami vylepSenou distinkci pragmatickych funkci navrzenych v
kapitole 2.4ff. Tam vysvétlujeme, Ze,,inform markers® by mély pouze uvadét novou informaci,
odkazovat na informaci sdilenou ucastniky promluvy nebo naznaovat vyskyt skrytého vyznamu,
bez jakéhokoliv citového podtextu. ,,Appealers® se pouziji v piipade, kdy se mluveéi snazi
poslucha¢e vybidnout k reakci, kooperaci nebo souhlasu, zatimco v piipadé ,,empathizers® se
mluv¢i dozaduje porozuméni a empatie. ,,Monitors* se pak od ,,verbal fillers* odliSuji tim, ze
predznamenavaji preformulovani vyroku mluvciho, zatimco ,,verbal fillers® pouze hraji o Cas a
daji mluvéimu moznost rozhodnout se, jak bude v promluvé pokracovat; obé funkce se vSak
vétSinou nachézi uprostied véty.

Prakticka cast této diplomové prace je rozdelena na tii podkapitoly, 4.1 zabyvajici se
analyzou you know v Intercorpu, 4.2 analyzou v seridlu Prdtelé, a 4.2 pak porovnava vysledky z
predchozich dvou kapitol. Tyto kapitoly v analyze postupuji stejnym smérem, zamétujici se
nejprve na Ceské piekladové protéjsky, jejich syntakticky status (tedy zda se vyskytuji jako
Casticové vyrazy, jako hlavni véta v souvéti, ¢astice, spojka atd., ¢i jsou vynechéany a tedy urceny
jako tzv. nulovy ekvivalent), vétné typy a pozici Ceskych i anglickych kontaktovych vét. Po
rozdéleni kontaktovych vét podle pragmatickych funkci se Ceské protéjsky berou v potaz znovu,
urcuje se jak jejich preference v piekladovém korpusu, tak jejich vhodnost. V zavéru (kapitola 5.)
se pak shrnuji poznatky z analyz, reagujici na ndmi stanovené hypotézy z kapitoly 3.4. Ty budou
proto naértnuty v nasledujicich odstavcich.

Na zaklad¢ Quiagliovy analyzy Prdatel (2009) jsme piredpokladali, ze 1 kdyZ sepsané

televizni rozhovory jsou pouze imitace reality, jejich reprezentace bude i tak piirozena, pouze s
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rozdily v poc¢tu rysit mluveného projevu (viz 2.6). Piekvapive, Cetnost vyskytu you know KV je
v Pratelich stejna jako v korpusech pfirozené konverzace London-Lund Corpus ¢i Longman
Grammar Corpus, coz naznacuje, ze vybrané epizody Pratel jsou stejné¢ bohaté na markery
oznacujici vagnost jazyka jako pfirozena konverzace. Naopak u jazyka Intercorpu se spravné
predpokladalo, ze psané rozhovory prozy nebudou znit tak ptirozené jako u Pratel, a Cetnost
vyskytu KV you know bude zna¢né nizsi. Nepfirozenost jazyka je v tomto piipadé vidét na prvni
pohled, nebot’ jazyk Intercorpu neobsahuje skoro zadna preteknuti, zavahani ani jiné markery
vagnosti, emotivniho jazyka ¢i neformalnosti.

Prestoze rysy piirozeného jazyka jsou v Intercorpu méné casté, i tak jsme predpokladali, ze
preference poloh a distribuce pragmatickych funkci by méla zrcadlit preference Prdtel. Déle jsme
oCekavali, Ze Prdtelé by méli vykazovat témét stejné vysledky jako piirozené konverzace v
Povolné (2010) i v dalsich vyzkumem. Nicméné, tato hypotéza se ukazala byt nespravna, jelikoz
preference pro pozici v promluvé (turn) v LLC jsou distribuovany stejné jako v Intercorpu (0-10%
iniciélni, 73% -99% medialni a 10% -17% finalni pozice v promluve), zatimco pozice v Prdtelich
se objevuji Castéji v inicialni (17%) nez ve finalni pozici (1%). Podobné vysledky vychéazi i u
pozic v ramci véty (clause), nebot’ v Prdtelich je preferovana pozice ve vété inicialni, zatimco
Vv Intercorpu a v Macaulayové (1991) analyze ptirozené konverzace v pozici finalni. Co se tyce
distribuce pragmatickych funkci, vysledky Intercorp jsou opét o néco blize k tém z Povolné
(2010), kde je na rozdil od Prdtel vyskyt ,inform markers* dvakrat tak Casty jako u druhé
nejcastéjsi funkce ,,empathizer. AvSak kromé vétstho odstupu mezi ,,inform markers® a
»empathizers jsou ve vSech korpusech vysledky distribuce pragmatickych funkci témeét
identické.

Vychazeje z popisu kontaktovych prostredkti v teoretické Casti této prace jsme spravné
usuzovali, ze Ceské prekladové protéjsky budou vétsSinou zastoupeny ¢asticovymi vyrazy, nebo-li
kontaktovymi prostiedky slovesnymi, jak je nazyva Bélicova (1993), a to jak v 0znamovacim, tak

tazacim a rozkazovacim zptisobu, napf. vis, poslys, nebo chapete?. Castym vyskytem (polovina
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z prikladt v Pratelich) jsou pak tzv. nulové protéjsky, jak se oznacuji ptipady, kdy byl piekladovy
korelat vynechan. Oba korpusy také obsahuji obyCejné Castice, napt. prece Ci totiz, a pripady
nadfazenych hlavnich vét, napt. sdm vis, Ze..., které maji potencial byt stazeny procesem
partikulizace do funkci ¢astic a stat se tim tak ¢asticovymi vyrazy (viz 2.5.3). DalSim zajimavym
vyskytem jsou vyrazy typu jo? no jo? ¢i Ze jo?, které se objevily pouze v Pratelich a jsou podle
vzoru Grepla a kol. (1995) nazyvany ,,kontaktové prostiedky — Castice.” Maji silnou kontaktni
funkci a v syntaxi stoji na hranici ¢astic a citoslovci (viz 3.3.4). Jejich piitomnost v Pratelich l1ze
vysvétlit diky jejich pomérné neformalni konverza¢ni povaze, kterd je typickd pro mluveny
projev, jakozZ 1 jejich kratkosti, ktera je vyhodna pro audiovizualni pieklad. Ze stejného diivodu si
pak vysvétlujeme Casty vyskyt nulovych protéjski, podporovany netypicnosti ¢asticovych vyrazi
v ¢eském jazyce. V neposledni fadé je tfeba zminit rozkazovaci citoslovce hele (pfedné se
vyskytujici v Pratelich), které ve své pozornost upoutavajici funkci pfipomina rozkazy, jako je
poslys, a mohl by byt tedy povazovan za druh ¢asticového vyrazu.

Pozice Ceskych protéjski jde ruku v ruce s jejich syntaktickym urcenim, jelikoz nékolik KV
zménilo svou pozici béhem piekladu. Kromé nékolika ptipadi nahodnych pohybl (zejména v
Intercorpu) vétsina zmeén je vyzadovana syntaktickym statusem ceskych protéjski, napt. Castice
musé byt pfesunuty do medidlni pozice ve vété a nadfazené hlavni véty na inicidlni pozice ve
véte. Je zajimavé, ze vSechny medidlni pozice ve véte€ v Pratelich jsou v ¢eské verzi syntakticky
nezbytné, zatimco v Intercorpu jsou nékteré ¢eské prot&jsky ve stejné pozici syntakticky zbyte¢né
a tudiz zni spiSe umeéle. Pokud jde o pfipady vynechani Ceskych protéjska ve specifickych
polohé&ch, tak nulové ekvivalenty jsou v Pratelich bézné na vSech pozicich, i kdyZ o néco vice
v medialni pozici ve vété, zatimco v Intercorpu k nim dochazi pfedev§im v medidlni pozici v
promluvé a nikdy pak v pozici findlni v promluve.

Co se tyCe pragmatickych funkci, ,,appealers® se podle ocekdvani ukazaly byt vzacné v
analyzovaném materialu (pouze 12% v Intercorpu a 16% v Prdtelich), a to i v Korpusu Pratelé,

kde jsme ocekavali trochu vice markert s apelovou funkci, jelikoz jsou konverzace v televiznich
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ocekavali, ze se ,appealers objevi povétSinou v kone¢né pozici Vv promluve, ty se vSak
V Pratelich nejCastéji vyskytuji v inicialni pozici ve vété (a nékdy i v promluve) a v Intercorpu ve
vétné pozici finalni (i kdyz musime pfipustit, ze polovina piikladii se vyskytla i na konci
promluvy, tak jako u Povolné). Prekvapivé byly v ceské verzi nékteré ,,appealers™ i vynechané, i
kdyz pouze jeden z Intercorpu a pét z Pratel, kde je tendence k vynechani piekladu silna ve vSech
funkcich. Pokud jde o zbytek Ceskych ,appealers®, ty se vétSinou objevovaly v tadzacim ci
rozkazovacim zpusobu, ¢imz zvysily pobizejici silu markeru, napt. poslys, chdpete? nebo jasny? v
Intercorpu, ¢i pét ptipadu hele a jedno rozumis? v Prdtelich.

Rovnéf u dalsi pragmatické funkce jsme vysledky piedpokladali spravné a to, Ze ,,inform
markers® budou Vv korpusech nejéastéjsi (52% v Intercorpu a 39% v Prdtelich), a neni divu, ze
jejich polohové preference sleduji tendence kazdého z korpust. Jejich funkce jsou uvadéni nové
informace, odkazovdni na informaci sdilenou ucastniky a naznacovani skrytého vyznamu
v promluvé, bez jakéhokoli emocionalniho podtextu nebo apelovani.

,Empathizers* se ukazaly jako druha nejcastéjsi skupina v obou korpusech, s 26 ptipady v
Intercorpu a 24 v Pratelich, piestoze jsme Cekali, ze Pratelé budou obsahovat vice instanci
vzhledem k uzkému vztahu postav seridlu. V obou korpusech jsou ,appealers pouzivany k
omluvam, k zaddostem o pochopeni a empatie, nebo k ujisténi, ze si mluvéi navzajem rozumi. V
preferenci postaveni, vétného zpisobu a poctu nulovych protéjski se podobaji funkci ,,appealer,
protoze nejen ze preferuji vétné finalni pozici, ale také (tentokrat dokonce i v Intercorpu) pozici
vétné inicialni, jejich zplsob je Casto rozkazovaci €i tdzaci a obsahuji méné nulovych ekvivalentd,
nez je tendence kazdého z korpust. V Intercorpu se objevuje mnoho ceskych protéjskt, které
odrazeji empatickou vlastnost ,,empathizers®, napt. pochop, to vis, znds to atd., v Pratelich se
naproti tomu nenachazi témeét zadny, s vyjimkou snad nékterych kontaktnich prostiedkti — ¢éstic

(ne?, ze jo? no?).

78



Jak se dalo ocekavat ,,verbal fillers* se pfevazné nachazeji v medidlni pozici ve vété, kde
casto oddéluji dva vétné Cleny ¢i jeden protinaji (obvykle ptisudek), i kdyz inicidlni pozice ve véte
je taktéZ mozna, obzvlasté je-li mluveéi zasko€en. V Intercorpu se ,,verbal fillers* vyskytuji
dvakrat mén¢ (10%), jelikoZ jejich pozdrzovaci povaha neni pro psané texty ptili§ vhodna. Stejné
tak nepfirozené vyznivaji i jejich Ceské protéjsky, které jsou zastoupeny Casticovymi vyrazy, jako
napt. rozumis, ¢imz meéni jejich pragmatickou funkci, zatimco vhodnéjsi odstranéni piekladu se
tolik nevyskytuje. Zato v Prdtelich se nulové protéjsky objevuji az v 75% z piipadu, ¢islo pfilis
vysoké, nebot pieklady jako kontaktni prostiedky — CcCastice ¢i zavahani (které se oboji
v piekladech ,,verbal fillers* objevuji) by byly dostatecné adekvatni a vhodné pro ¢asové omezeny
audiovizualni pieklad. Posledni funkce ,,monitor” se v analyze objevuje pouze jednou, a to
Vv Pratelach. Na rozdil od naseho o¢ekavani vsak neni doprovazena jinym markerem, jako napft. |
mean, jak navrhovala Povolnéa (2010).

Z vysledku nasi analyzy vyplyva, ze i kdyz pozice you know kontaktovych vét v Intercorpu
jsou v tendencich jejich distribuce blize pfirozené konverzaci, je to korpus Prdtelé, ktery ve svych
prekladové ekvivalenty v Intercorpu, zejména u ,empathizers”, stoji také za povSimnuti.
Doufame, ze jsme poskytli dostateény systematicky popis a analyzu kontaktové véty you know, ze

jsme pomohli objasnit mozné pragmatické funkce diskursnich markerti, a poukazali na

v v
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1.

Code

PA'

Position”®

Czech
Counterpart

Excerption

(JKR_1)

I-M

MM

MM

vSak vis

"Well, I just thought ... maybe ... it was something to do
with ... you know ... her crowd."

"No prosté mi jen napadlo ... Ze mozna ... Ze by to mohlo
mit co délat s ... vS§ak vi§ ... s tim jejich spolkem."”

(JKR_2)

VF

MM

tfeba

"1 know some things," he said. "I can, you know, do math
and stuff."

"Néco umim," namitl. " TFeba pocitat a takové véci."

(JKR_3)

FF

FF

vis, co
myslim -

"Oh - well, I thought it might be one of Fred and George's
jokes," said Ron. "And have you really got -- you know ..."

" Totiz - ja jsem si fikal, jestli to neni jeden z Fredovych a
Georgeovych vtipkd," vysvétlil Ron." A opravdu mas - vi§,
co myslim - **

(JKR_4)

FF

to vi$

"You don't want this, it's all dry," said Ron. "She hasn't got
much time," he added quickly, "you know, with five of us."

"To by sis dal, vzdyt je upln¢ okoraly," namitl Ron a potom

spesné dodal: "Mamka to nestiha, kdyz je nas pét, to vis.

(JKR_5)

MM

MM

totiZ

"Oh, of course, you wouldn't know -- Chocolate Frogs have
cards, inside them, you know, to collect -- famous witches
and wizards.

"No ovSem, to ty nemutize$ védét - v cokoladovych Zabkach
totiZ jsou ptibalené karty, které mize$ sbirat - slavné
carod&jky a kouzelnici.

(JKR_6)

VF

MM

rozumis$

"But in, you know, the Muggle world, people just stay put in
photos."

"Ale rozumis, u mudlt lidé prosté zistavaji na fotografiich
porad."

(JKR_7)

rozumis

"When they say every flavor, they mean every flavor -- you
know, you get all the ordinary ones like chocolate and
peppermint and marmalade, but then you can get spinach and
liver and tripe.

"Kdyz tikaji, Ze kazda chutna jinak, mysli to doopravdy -
rozumi$, maji v§echny obvyklé chuti jako ¢okoladu a matu a
marmeladu, ale miizes najit i Spenat a jatra a drstky.

(JKR_8)

FM

You two had better change, you know, | expect we'll be there
soon."

A vy dva byste se nejspis méli prevléknout, poCitam, ze uz
brzo budeme na misté."

(JKR_9)

abys védél

"You know, | think the ends of Scabbers' whiskers are a bit
lighter," said Harry, trying to take Ron's mind off houses.

"Abys védél, myslim, Ze Prasivka ma $picky vouski o trochu
svétlejsi," fekl Harry, aby odvedl Ronovy myslenky jinam.

"8 pA stands for pragmatic function; I-M stands for an inform marker; A stands for an appealer; E stands for an
empathizer; VF stands for a verbal filler, M stands for a monitor.

7 Clause/ Turn positions: I | stands for clause-initial and turn-initial position; | M stands for clause-initial but
turn-medial position; M M stands for medial position in both the clause and the turn; M F stands for clause-
final and turn-medial position; F F stands for final positions in both the clause and the turn.
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(JKR_10)

MM

He gives us all a bad name and you know, he's not really
even a ghost -- | say, what are you all doing here?"

Déla ndm vSem $patné jméno, a ptitom vlastné neni ani duch
- poslyste, co vy tu vSichni délate? "

(JKR_11)

FF

FF

abyste védéli

"Hope to see you in Hufflepuff!" said the Friar. "My old
house, you know."

"Doufam, Ze vas uvidim v Mrzimoru," fekl Mnich. "To
byvala moje kolej, abyste védéli."

(JKR_12)

FM

You could be great, you know, it's all here in your head, and
Slytherin will help you on the way to greatness, no doubt
about that -- no?

Mohl by z tebe byt veliky kouzelnik, tady v hlavé to vSecko
mas, a Zmijozel by ti pomohl na cesté k velikosti, o tom
nepochybuj - takze ne?

(JKR_13)

rozumis$

On Harry's other side, Percy Weasley and Hermione were
talking about lessons ("I do hope they start right away, there's
so much to learn, I'm particularly interested in
Transfiguration, you know, turning something into
something else, of course, it's supposed to be very difficult- "

Na opacné stran¢ od Harryho se Percy Weasley a Hermiona
bavili o skolnich predmétech (" J& doufam, ze za¢neme hned,
musime se toho tolik naucit, a obzvlast’ mé zajima
preménovani, rozumis, udélat z nééeho néco Gplné jiného, i
kdyz se tika, zZe je to velice tézké - "

(JKR_14)

MM

MM

rozumis$

Catching the look on Harry's face, he added quickly," But
people only die in proper duels, you know, with real wizards.

Kdyz postiehl vyraz v Harryho obliceji, dodal spésné : " Ale
lidé ptichazeji o Zivot jen pti opravdovych soubojich,
rozumis, se skute¢nymi kouzelniky.

(JKR_15)

FF

FF

na to
nezapomneite

"It's for your own good, you know.
snapped Ron

Get out of the way,"

"Je to pro vase vlastni dobro, na to nezapomeiite!" "Uhni!"
vystekl Ron

(JKR_16)

FM

vite

I went looking for the troll because I -- | thought I could deal
with it on my own -- you know, because I've read all about
them."

"Sla jsem po tom trollovi patrat, ponévadz - totiz, myslela
jsem si, ze bych ho mohla zvladnout sama, ponévadz jsem o
trollech piecetla uplné viecko, vite."

(JKR_17)

FM

MM

prece

"It's obvious," said Ron." You can pretend to be waiting for
Professor Flitwick, you know." He put on a high voice, " 'Oh
Professor Flitwick, I'm so worried, I think | got question
fourteen b wrong... .""

" To je prece jasné," fekl Ron." Mize$ piedstirat, ze ¢ekas na
profesora Kratiknota." Nasadil vysoky hlas: "Pane profesore,
ja jsem z toho tak nest’astna, myslim, ze jsem popletla otazku
¢trnact bé."

(JKR_18)

abys veédél

"Harry -- you're a great wizard, you know."

"Harry - jsi veliky kouzelnik, abys védéL"

(JKR_19)

pochop, ze

You know, the Stone was really not such a wonderful thing.

Pochop, Ze Kamen zase nebyl néco tak tzasnéh;o.
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(JKR_20)

FM

He's a funny man, Dumbledore. | think he sort of wanted to
give me a chance. | think he knows more or less everything
that goes on here, you know. | reckon he had a pretty good
idea we were going to try, and instead of stopping us, he just
taught us enough to help.

"Brumbal je zvlastni cloveék. Myslim, ze mi svym zptisobem
chtél dat Sanci. On zfejme vice méné vi o viem, co se tu déje.
Domnivam se, ze mél dost jasnou pfedstavu, co mame v
umyslu, a misto aby nam v tom zabranil, prosté nas naucil
dost, aby ndm to pomohlo.

(JKR_21)

FM

FM

chapete?

Percy could be heard telling the other prefects,” My brother,
you know! My youngest brother! Got past McGonagall's
giant chess set!"

Slyseli Percyho, jak fika ostatnim prefektim: "To je mij
bratr, chapete? Muj nejmladsi bratr! Dokazal piejit pes obii
Sachy profesorky McGonagallové!"

(JG_ST 1)

FF

FF

vSak to znate

People will sue for anything, you know."

Lidé se soudi kvuli vSemu, v8ak to znate."

(JG_ST 2)

FF

FF

vsak vi§

Cracking up, you know."

Necilim se moc dobfe, v§ak vi§."

(JG_ST_3)

FM

MM

taky

You guys never call us, you know.

Vy ndm taky nezavolate, jak je rok dlouhy.

(JG_ST_4)

FM

FM

vis

"l worry about you so much. | see the crime statistics, you
know. It's a very dangerous city."

"Mam o tebe veliky strach. Znam statistiky zlo¢innosti, vis.
Je to moc nebezpeéné mésto."

(JG_ST_5)

FM

FM

jasny?

Ok. Look, we're pulling for you, you know. Hang in there.

Dobry. Hele, vSichni ti fandime, jasny? Tak se koukej drZet.

(JG_ST_6)

FM

FM

rozumis?

"I'm joking, you know.

" Jenom jsem zertoval, rozumi§? " uklidiioval mé honem.

(JG_ST_7)

rozumis$

He'll get some flowers, you know, make it look nice.

Da tam n¢jaky kytky, rozumis, aby to vypadalo slusné.

(JG_ST_8)

MM

znas to, jak

I was worried about you, but I've been in trial, you know, the
usual."

Délal jsem si o tebe starost, ale mél jsem soud a tak vibec.
Zn3s to, jak to chodi."

(JG_ST_9)

FM

FM

rozumis

And we weren't injured, you know.

A navic jsme neutrpéli zadna zranéni, rozumis.

(JG_ST_10)

FM

FM

vite

"It's really coincidental, you know. Braden had a hundred
active files in his office, and the only one missing is the one
you were quite anxious to see. " "Are you trying to say
something?"

"Je to vazné pozoruhodna shoda okolnosti, vite. Braden ma v
kancelafi stovky rozpracovanych spist, ale zmizel jenom ten
jediny, o ktery jste se tak zajimal." "Snazite se mi tim néco
naznacit?"

(JG_ST_11)

FM

FM

rozumite

Somebody said they were renting litle apartments in the
warehouse. Cheap rent, you know. So | went over to check it
out.

Nékdo mi fek o skladisti, kde pronajimaj maly byty. Za nizky
najemny, rozumite. Tak jsem tam za$el, abych to omrknul.
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(JG_ST_12)

FF

FF

vite?

I'm not the only one. Lots of the women do it too, you
know."

Dél4 to hodné zenskejch, vite? "

(JG_ST_13)

FF

sam vite, Ze

"l could lie, you know," he said. "Sure you could. But you
won't because you'll get nailed."

"Sam vite, Ze bych mohl Ihat," prohlasil. "To jisté. Ale
neudélate to, protoze bychom vas dostali.

(JG_ST_14)

FF

Je vam jasné,
ze

They'll fire me, you know." "Maybe, but you'll have a
beautiful lawsuit against them.

Je vam jasné, ze mé bez milosti vykopnou?" "Mozné to je,
ale budete se s nimi moct soudit.

(JG_ST_15)

FM

FM

to ti teda
feknu

"You're a dumb-ass, you know," he said, leaning low.

"Ty jsi stejné trouba, to ti teda Feknu," prohlésil a naklonil
se bliz ke mné.

(MF_1)

FM

hele

"l don't live here, you know, I'm just visiting me Mum," she
said, backing away as they entered.

"Hele, ja tu nebydlim, ja jsem na navstévé u mamy,"
ustoupila, kdyz vchazeli

(MF_2)

VF

MM

MM

chapete

"l was expecting, you know, a pledge of fealty to Queen and
country, something along chivalric or Arthurian lines

"Cekal jsem p¥isahu vérnosti kralovné a vlasti, chapete, néco
na rytisky ¢i artusovsky zpisob.

(MF_3)

VF

chépete

"Promised the Bodger a bash at the heavyweight title, these
blokes did, but first they wants Bodgkins to fight this other
bouff head. You know, like a ... " He went blank

Slibili Bodgerovi mac vo titul v tézky vaze, ty chlapci, ale
prvné chtéli, aby si to Bodgik rozdal s tim druhym fizkem.
Chépete, néco jako ..." ztuhnul.

(MF_4)

MM

MM

vite

I thought perhaps for a moment | was suffering the effects of
a dread delusional fever, you know, something tropical,
Amazonian, treatable with massive doses of quinine. Is
something wrong? Am 1 ill?

Napadlo mne, jestli netrpim nasledky néjaké hrozné mamivé
hore¢ky, néco tropického, vite, co se 1&¢i velkymi davkami
chininu

(MF_5)

FF

FF

to pfece vite

"He's right, you know," said Doyle gently. “So am I," she
said, watching Sparks go.

"Ma pravdu, to pFece vite," fekl jemné Doyle. "J4 také,"
odpovédéla, divajic se za Sparksem.

(MF_6)

FM

FM

vite

"We talked about it occasional, you know? Which of us
would go first.

"Vobeas jsme o tom mluvili, vite. Kdo z n&s pude prvni.

(JF_1)

a abych ti
pravdu tekla

"There are at least six bedrooms, and you know, it looks like
they're going to fill them.

“Maji tam nejmin Sest loznic, a abych ti pravdu fekla,
vypada to, Ze je staCi vSechny zaplnit.

(JF_2)

tedy

He started that lawn care business when he decided the
mortuary business wasn't for him, well, you know, Dale
Driblett's his stepdad, you know, the Driblett Chapel, and
now his billboards are everywhere and he's started an HMO..

Kdyz zjistil, ze podnikani v pohiebnictvi neni tak Gplné jeho
parketa, vrhl se na upravy travnikd, zatimco jeho nevlastni
tata, tedy Dale Driblett, ten, co mél mél Driblettovu kapli, si
zalozil poradny pohtebni tstav a pak zacal budovat sit’
zdravotnich pojistoven a dnes jsou jeho billboardy uplné
vsude.
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(JF_3)

He started that lawn care business when he decided the
mortuary business wasn't for him, well, you know, Dale
Driblett's his stepdad, you know, the Driblett Chapel, and
now his billboards are everywhere and he's started an HMO.

Kdyz zjistil, Ze podnikani v pohiebnictvi neni tak tipln¢ jeho
parketa, vrhl se na Gipravy travnikt, zatimco jeho nevlastni
tata, tedy Dale Driblett, ten, co mé&l mél Driblettovu kapli, si
zalozil poradny pohiebni ustav a pak zacal budovat sit’
zdravotnich pojistoven a dnes jsou jeho billboardy Gplné
vsude.

(JF_4)

FM

Clair-my mom-stayed home with me and we hung out all
day, you know, and | learned my times tables, et cetera, and
it was always just the three of us.

Clair - to jako mamka - zistala se mnou doma a cely den
jsme si uzivaly a ja se ucila podle rozvrhu a tak dale a byli
jsme porad vSichni tfi spolu.

(JF_5)

VF

MM

MM

vis

"It's just that, Melissa, you know, there's something a little
sick about being so close to your parents."

“Jde jen o to, Melisso, Ze je trochu, vi§, trochu nezdravé,
kdyz ma nékdo k rodi¢tim tak blizky vztah.”

(JF_6)

VF

MM

MM

rozumis$

Gitanas was quite a bit older and fairly attentive in bed (not
like Chip, Julia hastened to say, but not, you know, terrible),
and he seemed to know what he was doing ...

Gitanas byl o dost star$i a v posteli docela pozorny (ne jako
Chip, dodala Julie chvatng, ale taky ne, rozumis, nemozny),
a kdyZ zacal o snatku, psobil dojmem, Ze vi, co d¢la...

(JF_7)

vis

"l was just thinking," Enid said," that even if things had
worked out, and you'd stayed married, you know, Denise,
Emile's going to be an old man in not too many years.

“Tak si tak fikam, ” protahla Enid, “ Ze i kdyby se v§echno
jaksepatii dafilo a ty bys zlstala vdana, Deniso, vi§, Emile by
stejné byl za par let docela stary ¢lovek.

(JF_8)

sam vis, ze

"The travel agent needs an answer by tomorrow morning at
the latest. And, you know, we're still hoping you'll come for
one last Christmas, like | promised Jonah, so- "

"Ten agent z cestovky potfebuje znat nase rozhodnuti
nejpozdéji zitra rano. A sam Vvis, Ze se pofad jesté utéSujeme
nad¢ji, ze na tyhle posledni Vanoce pfijedete, jak jsem to
slibila Jonahovi, takze - ”

(JF_9)

vi$

"You know, | hate to say this," Enid said, "but aches and
pains are a part of getting older.

“Vi§, hrozné nerada to fikam, ” prohlasila Enid, “ ale
nejriznéjsi bolesti a bolistky prosté patii ke starnuti.

(JF_10)

FM

"You know, the Schumperts made their Hawaii reservations
back in April, because last year, when they waited until
September, they couldn't get the seats they- "

“Schumpertovi si zamluvili letenky na Havaj uz v dubnu,
vi§? Protoze loni to nechali az na zafi a pak nedostali mista,
kterd -

(JF_11)

vis, Ze

"You know, you are getting seriously paranoid."

“Vi8, Ze uz jsi docela obstojné paranoidni?”’

(JF_12)

vi$ co

"You know, | don't even care," he said.

“Vi§ co, mné je to vlastné jedno, ” odpovédél nakonec.
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(JF_13)

poslys

"You know, I'm half an hour late already.

“Poslys, uz v tuhle chvili mam ptilhodinové zpozdéni.

(IF_14)

to vis

"You know, if you weren't so mysterious -" "I'm not

'mysterious".

“To vi§, kdybys nebyla tak tajemna - ” “J4 nejsem ‘tajemnd.”

(JF_15)

vSak to znas

Impossibility is attractive. You know, the safety of dead-
ended things."

To, co je nemozné, je vzdycky lakavé. VSak to znas,
bezpecna ting véci, jez nemaji feseni.

(JF_16)

MM

MM

dative; vi$

"Al" Chuck said," just looking in the paper here, you know,
Erie Belt stock, uh.

“Ty, Ale,” ozval se v telefonu Chuck, “zrovna se ti tu divam
do novin, vi§, no, jak si stoji Erijsk& magistrala.

(JF_17)

FM

We're all conditioned to think of our children as more
important than us, you know, and to live vicariously through
them.

Vi§, vSichni jsme zafizeni tak, Ze o svych détech uvazujeme,

jako by byly dilezitéjsi nez my, a ze jejich prostiednictvim
jaksi zijeme dal.

(JF_18)

vis

"And you know, I'm not supposed to let myself think magical
or religious thoughts, but one thought I can't escape is that
this crazy thirst for revenge I've had for all these years isn't
really my own.

“Vi8, ” pokracovala po chvili, “ ode mne nemohl nikdy nikdo
cekat n¢jaké mystické nebo nabozenské tivahy, ale pfesto se
pofad nemiizu zbavit mySlenky, Ze ta Silend touha po pomste,
ta zizen, co me celé ty roky stravuje, neni ve skute¢nosti
moje.

(JF_19)

feknu ti

"Ed, you know, they got computers down in Little Rock,"
Don Armour said, never glancing at Denise.

“Reknu ti, Ede, dole v Little Rock maji uz i pocitace, ”” nedal
se Don Armour vyrusit z ivah. Za celou dobu se na Denisu
ani jednou nepodival.

(JF_20)

poslys

"You know, it doesn't hurt to go on one date if somebody
takes the trouble to ask you.

“Poslys, ¢lovéku neublizi jit na jednu schiizku, jestlize si
n¢kdo da tu praci, Ze t€ na ni pozve.

(JF_21)

FF

to prece vite

"Well," Denise said," it's something Brian talks about " (this
was a lie ; he rarely mentioned it)," it's an interesting project
(in fact, it sounded Utopian and crackpot )," and, you know, |
love vegetables." “H - mmh.”

“No,” hledala Denisa odpovéd’, “je to néco, o ¢em Brian dost
mluvi ” (coz nebyla pravda, sotva se o Projektu zminil), “ je
to zajimavy napad ” (ve skutecnosti to ptisobilo dojmem
utopického a k nezdaru odsouzeného napadu), “ a navic mam
rada zeleninu, to p¥ece vite.” "H - mmh."

(JF_22)

abys védéla

"You know, I'm not really into guys," Denise said.

“Abys védéla, ” piesla Denisa nahle do divérného téonu, “ ja
nejsem na chlapy. ”

(JF_23)

FM

FM

vi$

Because that part might actually make things hard for him,
you know, the way things are hard for me.

Protoze prave s touhle skutecnosti by se asi dost tézko
vyrovnaval, vis§, s tim, Ze mi tak neskute¢né zkomplikoval
Zivot.
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(JF_24)

MM

FF

no uznej!

I didn't know | was going to have some stranger, you know,
who, like, fries things on the stove, and sleeps in my bed?"

To si tam mam ted’ jako pustit néjakyho neznamyho ¢loveka,
kterej mi bude vafit na spordku kdovico a spat mi v posteli?
No uznej!”

(JF_25)

VF

MM

MM

rozumis

And he's got tons of work, so he's not always after me for,
you know, favours."

A ma fliru prace, takZze mi neni v jednom kuse v patach,
rozumis, aby mi udélal, co mi na o¢ich uvidi.

(JF_26)

to vis

I must have set a stack of mail down there, when | was going
to the post office, and then this fell down behind. You know,
I can't keep track of every last thing. Sometimes things get
lost, Denise. | have a big house to take care of, and
sometimes things get lost. "

Odlozila jsem si tam na polic¢ku bali¢ek obalek, nez jsem §la
na postu, a tahle zfejmé sklouzla dozadu. To vi§, nedokazu
ohlidat Gplné vSechno. Kazdému se Cas od ¢asu néco ztrati,
Deniso. Mam na starosti velky diim a véci se prosté obcas
ztréceji."

(JF_27)

vis

"I hate having it in the house," Enid said as she turned to
leave. "You know, he never used it.

"Strasné mi vadi, ze je v domé,” prohlasila Enid a chystala se
k odchodu. “Vi§, nikdy ji nepouzil.

(JF_28)

FF

FF

Chlapek. cos
ho..co ses s
nim znala

You know who wrote that, don't you? The fuh. The fuh.
Fellow with the you know." Holding her gaze, he nodded
significantly. "I don't understand what you're talking about,"
Denise said. "Your friend," he said. "Fellow with the blue
cheeks."

Ty ptece vi§, kdo to napsal, ne? Fira. Fira. Chlapek, cos ho
... co ses s nim znala.” Zachytil jeji pohled a vyznamné
prikyvl. “Nevim, o ¢em to mluvis , ” upozornila ho

Denisa. “Tvuj ptitel,” vysvétloval. “Chlapek s promodralymi
tvafemi.”

(JF_29)

vis

"You know, I'm having a great time with this railroad stuff.
There are some truly neat things that you can buy." "Good!
I'm happy for you!"

“Vi§, moc si to s t¢émihle modylky ted’ uzivam. Dneska
¢lovék muze koupit opravdu nadherny kousky.” “ To je
dobie! Mam radost za tebe!”

(JG_B 1)

FF

FF

chépejte

It's not completely unexpected, you know." "Of course not.

Neni to uplné ne¢ekané, chapejte." "Samoziejmé Ze ne.

(JG_B_2)

vSak to znas

It would be for ninety days, enough time for me to find a job,
some friends, etc., you know, get used to society again.

Bylo by to na devadesat dnti, coz je dost ¢asu, abych si nasel
praci, n¢jaké pratele a tak, v§ak to znas, prosté abych si zase
zvykl, Ze jsem mezi lidmi.

(JG_B_3)

FM

FM

vSak vis

When you get to Baltimore, I'll be happy to spend some time
with you, show you around, you know.

Az budes v Baltimoru, rad bych se s tebou na né&jaky cas sesel
a provedl té, v§ak vis.

(JG_B_4)

FM

vi§ pfece, Ze

We have Spanish lessons here, you know. Some of the
Miami boys teach them."

Vi§ piece, Ze tu mame kurzy $panélstiny. Ucej tam néjaky
lidi z Miami."
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(JG_B_5)

FF

FF

vis to?

I'd be dead now and you'd be off playing Gl Joe if you hadn't
been so cute. You're pretty stupid, you know." Not as stupid
as you, thought Mark

Davno jsem mohl byt mrtvy, a ty sis mohl hrat na vojacky,
kdybys ze sebe nedélal chytraka. Jsi pékné hloupy, vis to?"
Ne tak hloupy jako ty, pomyslel si Mark.

(JG_B_6)

FM

FM

vite?

"That's what I'll get outta this deal, you know. 1'll get my
brother out of prison."”

"Proto jsem taky na tuhle véc pfistoupil, vite? Abych bratra
dostal z vézeni."

(JG_C_1)

FM

FM

vis?

"And besides, kid, if we're gonna be pals , you've got to be
honest with me. Honesty's very important, you know? Now,
do you want the gun?"

"A kromé toho, chlapecku, mame-1i byt kamarady, musis byt
ke mné uptimny. Upfimnost je hrozné dilezita véc, vis? Tak
a ted’ znovu: chces tu pistoli?"

(JG_C 2)

FM

FM

"I've never shot this thing, you know," he said almost in a
whisper. "Just bought it an hour ago at a pawnshop in
Memphis. Do you think it'll work?"

"Nikdy jsem z téhle véci nevystrelil, vis,  fekl témef Septem.
Koupil jsem si ji pravé pted hodinou v zastdvame v
Memphisu. Myslis, ze funguje?”

(JG_C_3)

I planned a nice little private suicide, you know, just me and
my hose and maybe a few pills and some whiskey.

Naplanoval jsem si hezkou malou privatni sebevrazdu, jenom
ja, hadice a mozna par praskt a whisky.

(JG_C_4)

FM

vis

" Just think about it, kid, right now, Barry, or Barry the
Blade as he's known, these Mafia guys all have cute
nicknames, you know, is waiting for me in a dirty restaurant
in New Orleans.

"Jen si pomysli, chlapCe, praveé ted’ na m¢ Barry ¢i Barry
Kudla, jak mu fikaji - vi$ vSichni tihle mafidni maji néjakou
prezdivku -, ¢eka v n¢jaké Spinavé restauraci v New
Orleansu.

(JG_C_5)

FM

FM

"The Blade is not the smartest thug I've ever met, you know.
Thinks he's a genius, but he's really quite stupid.”

"Kudla neni nejchytfejsi hrdlofez, jakého jsem kdy potkal,
vi§. Mysli si 0 sob¢, Ze je génius, ale ve skute¢nosti je dost

hloupy.

(JG_C_6)

FM

MM

prece

"l don't know. It's sort of scary, you know. Seeing a dead
man and all."

"J& nevim. Je to pfece hrozny vidét mrtvyho a vibec
vSechno.*

(1G_C_7)

FM

FM

vite

"l was scared, you know, but | just wanted to see what was
going on. That's not a crime, is it?"

"MEéI jsem strach, vite, ale taky jsem chtél vidét, co se bude
dit. To pfece neni zadny zlo€in, Ze ne?"

(JG_C_8)

FM

I was surprised by all this at first, but then nothing Jerome
Clifford did really surprised me anymore, you know. Not
even suicide.

Nejdiiv me to ptekvapilo, ale pak uz mé doopravdy
neptekvapilo nic, co Jerome Clifford udélal. Ani jeho
sebevrazda
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(JG_C_9)

VF

"Has he said anything yet?" "Like what?" "Well, you know,
like about what happened yesterday."

"Rekl uz néco?" "Jako co?" "No, néco o tom, co se stalo
vCera?"

(JG_C_10)

VF

MM

" Well, we just, you know, want to ask you a few questions.

"No, my ti chceme polozit jenom nékolik otazek.

(JG_C_11)

VF

MM

I think maybe | need a lawyer to, you know, protect my
rights and all."

Myslim, Zze mozna potiebuju advokata, aby obhajoval moje
prava. «

(JG_C_12)

"Well, if found guilty, such a person might be punished. You
know, sent to jail or something like that."

"No, kdyz je takova osoba shledana vinnou, mtize byt
potrestana. Poslana do vézeni nebo néco na ten zptuisob.

(JG_C_13)

vis

"I'm Slick Moeller with the Memphis Press, working on a
story about Ricky Sway in Room 943. You know, the
shooting and all."

"Jsem Slick Moeller z Memphiskych novin a pi$u o Rickym
Swayovi z pokoje 843. Vi§, o tom sttileni.*

(JG_C_14)

FM

I'm sure he could explain it, you know, if only we could talk
to him."

Jsem si jist, ze by to dokazal vysvétlit, jen kdybychom si s
nim mohli popovidat. “

(JG_C_15)

FM

"Okey. You don't have to, you know. I've explained all this."”
"1 know.

"Dobra. Nemusis. Vysvétlila jsem ti to uz." "Ja vim.

(JG_C_16)

FF

FF

jasné?

"Well, this will not be the end of it, you know?" "Is that a
threat, George?"

"Tak dobra, ale tim to nekon¢i, jasné?“ "Ma to byt hrozba,
Georgi?"

(IG_C_17)

FF

FF

vis?

I really can't say much about it. It's confidential, you know?"
"Yeah, | know. But you probably know everything , don't
you?

Nemizu ti o tom vypravét. Je to divérng, vis?“ "Ja vim. Ale
asi vite stejné v§echno, ne?

(JG_C_18)

MM

"I'm with the Times-Picayune, you know, the paper in New
Orleans.

"Pracuji pro Times-Picayune, neworleanské noviny.

(JG_C_19)

FM

Lots of bad press. Couldn't keep this one quiet, you know.
She'd be forced to hire a lawyer.

V tisku by se objevila spousta negativnich ohlasi, protoze by
se to nedalo utajit. Musela by si najmout advokata

(JG_C_20)

MM

We could string it out for months, you know, the works.

Proces bychom mohli protahovat celé mésice .

(JG_C_21)

FF

FF

vis?

But Reggie does what Reggie wants. She really likes you,
you know."

Ma té doopravdy rada, vi§?"

(JG_C_22)

FF

FF

vis§?

"Maybe | should take you to my church . St. Luke's . It'sa
beautiful church. Catholics know how to build beautiful
churches, you know."

"Mozna bych t€¢ méla vzit do naseho kostela ke svatému
Lukasi. Je to krasny kostel. Katolici védeli jak stavet krasné
kostely, vi§?“

(JG_C_23)

FM

Joe, her ex-husband, was a good boy when they got married,
but then made a bunch of money and got the doctor's attitude,
you know, and he changed.

Joe, jeji byvaly manzel, byl hodny chlapec, kdyz se brali, ale
pak vydélal hromadu penéz a jeho postoj k Zivotu se zménil.
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APPENDIX 2.

Code

PA

Position

Czech
Counterpart

Excerption

SO9E06_ 1

FM

FM

7e jo?

... Ooh, five bucks... I love it when that happens, you know?
Think no note’s there..."

...Aaa, hele, pét babek. To je dobra ndhoda, Ze jo? Clovek o tom
nevi a najednou. ..

SO9E06_ 2

VF

MM

MM

ehm

"Yeah... ooh... wow... Even started to think I’d never meet
someone that, you know, | wanted to... do this with. Here you

gO."

Pani, uz jsem si myslela, Ze nikdy nepoznam nikoho, s kym
bych...ehm... tohle ud¢lala.

SO9E06_ 3

"Oh, you know, wait. | do have one question.

"J, jesté okamzik. Jeden dotaz bych méla.

SO9E06_ 4

Are... are you kidding? you know, when you don’t see someone
for a long time, a-a-and you kind of build them up in your head
and you start thinking about: Come on, don’t be crazy. Nobody is
that beautiful, but... well, you are.

Kdyz n¢koho dlouho nevidis a... a... a v duchu si ho pfikrasiiujes
a Fikas si: no tak neblazni, nemiize byt tak hezka ale... ale to ty jsi.

SO9E06_ 5

FM

FM

vis?

And... and... and... I like Mike so much, you know? It’s just
going really well. Oh my God!

Ale taky mam moc rada Majka, vi§? Opravdu nam to klape. Jezi§
Marja!

SO9E06_ 6

"Wow, isn’t it ironic that David would show up on the same day
that you and Mike exchange keys?" " Uhuh... Yeah...!, you
know, and given my life long search for irony, you can imagine
how happy | am."”

Ehm... Jo... a umis si piedstavit, jakou mam radost, kdyz cely
zivot ironii hledam.

S09E06_ 7

prosté

"l mean | guess, | just have to... tell David that nothing can
happen between us. Unless I don’t... You know, complicated
moral situation, no right, no wrong..."

Prosté& slozita moralni situace, ani to, ani ono.

SO9E06_ 8

vite

"So... Oklahoma is a crazy place. You know, they call it the
Sooner state. Frankly I’d sooner be in any other state.

Vite, tika se ji stat osadniku. Po pravdé, ji bych se usidlil jinde.

SO9E06_ 9

prosté

"What’s with the word y’all? You know, just... two words just...
pushed together... Are we all allowed to do that, because if so, |
say why stop there?"

Co tieba slovo "ponac"? Prosté dlouhy slovo takhle zkratéj. Co
kdyby to délali vSichni? ProtoZe pak nemusi zistat jen u toho.

S09E06_ 10

<

tieba

Are we all allowed to do that, because if so, | say why stop there?
You know, your new poodle could be your noodle. And fried
chicken? Could be fricken

Co kdyby to délali vSichni? ProtoZe pak nemusi zGstat jen u toho.
Tieba nové boty by byly noty a smazeny fizek by byl smazek.

S09E06_ 11

MM

MM

ze...zel
hesitation

Well... but David, just... | just want you to know that... that... you

know... telling you this... is one of the hardest things I’ve ever
had to do.

Ale Dejvide jen chci abys védél Ze... Ze ...tohle ti tict byla pro mé

vovvr
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SO9E06_ 12

hele

Of course, yeah. You know, a kiss on the cheek wouldn’t be
totally inappropriate...

Ovsem, jisté. Hele a pusa na tvar taky nikomu neublizi

SO9E06_ 13

"I can’t... | can’t hear it again." "You know, I can’t tell it again..."
"And I’m fine never having heard it..."

"Uz to nemiizu slySet." "A j& zase vykladat!" "A mn¢ zas nevadi,
ze to neuslySim."

SO9E06_ 14

VE

MM

What kind of a guy makes... makes... delicate French cookies,
huh? They’re not even... butch, manly cookies with... with... you
know with... with chunks.

Kterej chlap ti upeée jemny francouzsky kolacky, no? To neumi
tvrdy chlapsky keksi... co se rozpadaj...

S09E06_ 15

VF

MM

Well, I... you know, I-I-I don’t know what to say... I mean, I
never thought of you as a guy who needed his men to be men.

Vazné nevim, co ti na to fict. U tebe by mé nikdy nenapadlo, ze
chlap musi bejt chlap.

S09E06_ 16

totizZ

I mean, | never thought of you as a guy who needed his men to
be men. You know, ’cause I gotta tell you Ross, it's not
like you just came in from branding cattle.

U tebe by mé nikdy nenapadlo, Ze chlap musi bejt chlap.
Nevypadas totiZ jako bys pted chvilkou cejchoval dobytek.

S09E06_ 17

vis

So what? Being funny is Chandler’s thing... You know, like
Ross’s thing is... (he can’t come up with anything)

To je jedno. Bejt vtipnej je Cendlerova parketa... Vi§, a Rossova
je zase...

SO9E06_ 18

vite

"You got a man who’s a nanny...? You got a manny...?" You
know, I don’t mind a... male nanny, but I do draw the line at a
male wetnurse"

Chlap, Ze déla chivu? Takze chiivak? Vite, nevadi mi muzska
chtiva, ale co nesnesu je muzska kojna.

SO9E06_ 19

vzdyt

"Oh, I'm sorry. Please apologise to Sandy and
the Snufflebumps for me.” "You know, he was just doing his
job..."

Ale vidyt’ déla jen svou praci.

SO9E06_ 20

VF

Although if you don’t mind telling me, what was your problem?
Maybe it’s something I can work on in the future." "No, you
know, it’s uhm... nothing you did, it’s... it’s uhm... my issue."

Ne, ne, neni to nic cos udélal, je to... je to mij problém.

SO9E06_ 21

"What is it...? Please...? " You know, I’m just not uhm... that
comfortable with a guy who’s as sensitive as you."

"0 co jde? Prosim?" "Vis, jsem trochu nervozni z ¢lovéka.. kterej
je tak.. citlivej jako ty."

SO9E06_ 22

prosté

I mean, uhm... you know when | was growing up he was kind of
a tough guy... You know a-a-and as a kid I wasn’t the athlete I am
now.

Mozna, mozna kvuli tatovi? Prosté kdyz jsem dospival byl docela
korba no a j& jako dité jsem nebyl takovej sportovec jako jsem
ted’.

SO9E06_ 23

no

I mean, uhm... you know when | was growing up he was kind of
a tough guy... You know a-a-and as a kid I wasn’t the athlete I
am now.

Mozna, mozna kvili tatovi? Proste kdyz jsem dospival byl docela
korba no a ja jako dité jsem nebyl takovej sportovec jako jsem
ted’.
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SO9E07_ 1

MM

With the father, you know, you want to flirt a little bit, but not in
a gross way.

S rodi¢ema to umim. S otcem to chce trochu flirtovat, ale ne moc
agresivne.

SO9E07_ 2

MM

vlastné

Look at these videos. You know, | mean, who does he think he
is?

Vidis ty kazety? Co si vlastné€ o sobé mysli.?

SO9E07_ 3

FM

FM

vite

which was okay, that was okay, until uhm... | got hepatitis, you
know, ’cause this pimp spit in my mouth and... but ... I got over
itand uhm...

coz bylo v pohodg¢, fakt v pohodé. Dokud ksem nedostala
hepatitidu, vite... TotiZ, jeden pasak mi slintl do pusy a... ale
prezila jsem to... a...

SO9E07_ 4

<

MM

anyway, now [’m uhm... a freelance massage therapist, uhm...
which, you know, isn’t always steady money but at least I don’t
pay taxes, huh...

Takze ted’ jsem masérka na volné noze .. Eh .. Coz sice neni staly
ptijem, ale neplatim dan¢.

S09E07_5

VF

no, vis

"Oh I know, isn’t it? Ooh... what’d you do to get her to laugh?"
"Oh! You know, | just... couple of things I tried ... I just sang a
little doo... Itsy Bitsy Spider..."

A ¢&im jsi ji rozesmala?" "a no, vi§, ja jenom zkusila par véci, i
zpivat Pavoucek Prdelacek."

SO9EQ07_6

<

MM

No, no, no, I actually... it’s any baby animals: kittens, fish
babies... But you know... especially veal... You know, and this,
this nice vein of fat running through it...

ale ne, ja rada vSechny mlad’ata: kotata, mlady rybky, ale jinak
hlavné teleci, no jo, a taky kdyz je p&kn¢ prorostly tukem.

S09E07_ 7

VF

FM

FM

no jo

No, no, no, I actually it’s any baby animals: kittens, fish babies...
You know... especially veal...you know and this, this nice vein of
fat running through it...

ale ne, ja rada vSechny mlad’ata: kot'ata, mlady rybky, ale jinak
hlavné teleci, no jo, a taky kdyZ je pé€kné prorostly tukem.

SO9E07_ 8

vzdyt

All right, stop! You know, all Phoebe has done tonight is trying
toget you to like her.

Uz piestan. VZdyt Fibi si vas chtéla jenom ziskat, asi to tak
nepusobilo, ale délala, co mohla.

SO9E08_ 1

FM

FM

no?

Oh okay. How about the whole "man walking on the moon" thing,
you know? You. you could. You could see the strings people!

Aha dobfe. Co tieba to, ze se ¢lovek prochazel po mésici, No?
Vzdyt to byly loutky, prosim té.

SO9E08_ 2

no

You know, I think thats a great idea. It’ll be like the pilgrims
bringing the Indians syphilis.

No, to je uzasnej napad, je to jak kdyz bélosi zavlekli mezi
indiany syfilis.

SO9EO08_ 3

FF

ne?

Oh.. I don’t know why this is so hard for me. You know, | mean,
lying is basically just acting and | am a terrfic actor.

Aha. Nevim, pro¢ mi to déla problémy, vZdyt lhani je néco jako
hrani a ja sem dobrej herec, ne?

SO9E08_ 4

<

prosté

no, no, then | would get the baby. | mean, you know, it would be
just like a movie. Like at first I wouldn’t know what to do with
her

ale ne, to bych pak dostala malou. Prosté bylo by to jako ve
filmu. Nejdiiv bych nevédéla co s ni a pak bych se to naucila. A
pak bych se zménila a vdala bych se.
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SO9E08_ 5

MM

Now listen, not that you guys could stop me or anything cause,
you know, you’d be dead.l was thinking about changing her
name. I’'m just not really a big fan of Emily.

Jesté néco, ne, Ze byste mi v tom zabranili, to ne, uz budete mrtvi,
ale, uvazuju, ze ji zménim jméno. Rikat ji Emily se mi
nezamlouva.

SO9E08_ 6

You know, guys | got to say. This means so much to me. That
you would trust me with your child. I mean, we all know that
Monica and I have been trying to have a baby of our own. I’ve
had my doubts about my skills as a father, but that you two.. that
you two....

Musim vam fict, ze si toho hrozné vazim. Toho, Ze byste mi dali
svy dité. Vzdyt vite, Ze se s Monikou uz dlouho pokousime o
vlastni a ze mam pochyby o svych otcovskych schopnostech. Ale
ze... ze vy dva....

S09E08_ 7

You know, this is such a slap in the face. I’m your sister and you
would give your baby to these strangers over me.

Je to jako facka do tvare. Jsem tva sestra a ty bys radsi dala dité
témhle cizim lidem, nez-li mné.

SO9E08_ 8

VF

MM

We think you’re going to be a wonderful parent. It’s just.. you’re
more the, you know, fun parent.

Myslime si, ze z tebe bude bajecny rodi¢. Akorat Ze jsi spis
takovej benevolentni.

SO9E08_ 9

vis

Yeah, but its not who | am. You know, everything they said was
exaclty why | was worried about having a kid. And its true

Jb, ale j& na to nemam. Vi§, piesné kvuli tomu, co fikal, jsem se
bal mit dité. A je to pravda.

S09E08_ 10

no jo

You know.. this.. this is classic Rachel.

No jo, to jses... to jses cela ty.

SO9E08_ 11

hele

Uh.. To name a few. You know, you just ... You’ve just always
been like this. You just have to have everything.

A to neni v§echno! Hele, vZdycky jsi byla takova! Ty jsi musela
mit vSechno a ja nemohla mit nic.

S09E08_ 12

Hey... so I’m gonna... put the plates back. You know, | think you
were right, I don’t think we should use these plates again for a
looong time

Tak ja uz tu krabici uklidim. Mas pravdu, ten servis uz ziejmeé
dlouho nevyndame.

SO09E09_ 1

FM

I know. You’re right. I want to see you too. I’ve just got to figure
out a way to tell Joey, you know. He’s really looking forward to
this.

Jo. Mas pravdu. Taky t€ chci vidét. Jen to néjak musim fict
DZouymu, stra§né se na to t&si.

SO9E09_ 2

We don’t. But I thought it would be nice to get to know him. You
know, maybe have a little dinner, drinks, conversation.

Zatim ne, ale rad bych ho poznal bliz. Dame si né&co k jidlu, piti,
pokecéme.

SO9E09_ 3

VF

"I mean, what are you guys going to talk about?" I don’t know.
But, you know, we, we have a lot in common, you know? He
plays piano; | played keyboards in college"

To nevim. Ale mame hodné spole¢nyho, vis? Hraje na piano, ja
hral na vejSce na klavesy.

SO9E09_ 4

FM

FM

vis§?

"I mean, what are you guys going to talk about?" I don’t know.
But, you know, we, we have a lot in common, you know? He
plays piano; | played keyboards in college"

To nevim. Ale mame hodné spole¢nyho, vi§?. Hraje na piano, ja
hrél na vejSce na klavesy.
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SO09E09_ 5

You know, I, | used to, ah, play keyboards in college.

J4 zase hraval na vejSce na klavesy

SO9E09_ 6

VEM

To vis, ze

Um...ah...youknow, I’'m divorced. Um, Phoebe, ah . . .
Phoebe said you . . . You’ve been divorced?

to vi§, Ze jsem ... rozvedenej? Fibi, Fibi fikala, ze i ty jsi
rozvedenej.

SO9E09_ 7

VE

MM

Oh, because, um . . . well, Chandler’s going to be home in a
couple of days. So, I thought I would, you know, practice the art
of seduction.

protoZe... za par dni ptijede Cendler, tak mé napadlo, Ze se
procvi¢im ve svadéni.

SO9E09_ 8

VF

Oh I was just doing Chandler’s side of the conversation. You
know, like, "Hi, How do I look?"

Ne, to jsem mluvila za Cendlera, jako "ahoj, jak vypadam?"

SO9E09_ 9

FF

FF

rozumis?

Oh I was just doing Chandler’s side of the conversation. You
know, like, "Hi, How do | look?" "Really sexy. Could | BE any
more turned on?" you know?

Ne, to jsem mluvila za Cendlera, jako "ahoj, jak vypadam?" "
Fakt sexy, vic vzruSenej uz bejt nemizu." Rozumis§?

SO9E09_ 10

You know, it’s funny. I’ve been, ah, practicing the art of
seduction myself.

To je zvlastni... J4 jsem taky trénoval svadéni.

SO09E09_ 11

vlastné

Well,um . . . I don’t know. I mean, for a long time nothing. But
you know, actually right before you picked me up, Ross and | had
a...ah... little thing.

No ja, ja nevim. Prosté zatim nijak. Vlastné predtim, nez jste k
nam pfisli, se pfihodila jedna zvlastni véc.

SO9E09_ 12

hele

Yeah, but, ah, ah, nothing has to happen. We’re just having fun.
You know, not everything had to go as far as "eye-contact."”

Ale vzdyt’ z toho nic nebude, jen se pobavime. Hele, v§echno
nemusi skoncit u o¢niho kontaktu.

SO9E09_ 13

No. No, because I know exactly how the conversation’s gonna go.
"Hey Ross, you know, | think we had a moment before."

Ne. Ne, uz ted’ vim, jak by ten hovor probihal. Rossi, zda se mi,
Ze mezi nami néco zajiskiilo.

SO9E09_ 14

FM

Well, the point is, maybe | should just stop waiting around for
moments with Ross, you know? | should just . . . move on with
my life.

Jde o to, Ze bych uz asi neméla ¢ekat, az to mezi ndma zajiskii a
radsi si zafidit Zivot po svym.

SO09E09_ 15

Ya know, I’'m going to take off.

Tak ja padam.

S09E09_ 16

Yeah, I’ll be fine. You know, maybe I’ll stay here and practice
the art of seduction.

Ne, vubec ne. Zistanu doma a budu trénovat svadéni.

SO09E09_ 17

jé, ale nic

Oh, you know . . . we just drank some beer and Mike played with
the boundaries of normal social conduct.

Jé, ale nic. Jen jsme pili pivo a Majk balancoval na hranici
slusného chovani.

SO09E10_1

FM

I don’t think of her that way, you know. She’s a, she’s a
colleague.

J4 o ni takhle nepfemyslim, je to jen kolegyné.

SO09E10_ 2

VF

MM

MM

Ze...zZ¢e
/ hesitation

Ah well, she’s got this weird idea, that, uh, y’know, just because
you and | are alone, that something is gonna happen.

Ale napadl ji takovej nesmysl Ze... Ze kdyz jsme tady sami, Ze k
nééemu dojde.
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SO9E10_ 3

FM

Well look, it’s not easy to spend this much time apart, you know.
She’s entitled to be a little paranoid... or, in this case: right on
money!

Podivej se, neni lehky travit tolik ¢asu od sebe, takZze méa narok
byt trochu paranoidni. A v tomhle pfipad€... opravnéné.

SO9E10_ 4

vis

... You know, she’s amazing, and beautiful, and smart, and if she
were here right now, ...she’d kick your ass.

Vi§, ona je ohromna a ptivabna a chytra, a kdyby tu ted’ byla...
dala by ti ptes hubu.

SO9E10_5

hele

Y’know, I don’t know if you’ve ever looked up the term goofing
around in the dictionary...

Hele, nevim, jestli ses nékdy koukla na slovo flakat do slovniku.

SO09E10_6

VF

But if you have this new fangled dictionary that gets you made at
me, then we have to, y’know, get you my original dictionary. |
am so bhad at this.

Ale jestli mas ten moderni slovnik, kterej to vysvétluje jinak, tak
ti budu muset dat ten sviij, ptivodni. Tohle mi viibec nejde.

S09E10_ 7

jo

Y’know, I sensed that I should stop. So we’re okay?

J0, taky jsem se citil, Ze bych ... TakZe dobry?

SO9E10_ 8

Eh, forget about the future and stuff! So we only have two kids.
You know, we’ll pick our favorite and that one will get to go to
college.

Ale prosim t&, na to se vykasli. Tak budeme mit jen dvé déti, a na
vysokou bude chodit jen to, ktery budeme mit radsi.

SO09E10_9

FM

FM

vis

Well, stuff like where we’d live, y’know. Like a small place
outside the city, where our kids could learn to ride their bikes and
stuff.

Tteba, o tom, kde budeme bydlet, vi§... v malém domku na
predmésti, kde nase déti budou jezdit na kole a tak.

SO09E10_ 10

Y’know, we could have a cat that had a bell on its collar and we
could hear it every time it ran through the little Kitty door.

A muzeme mit ko¢ku, se zvone¢kem na obojku, ktery uslys$ime,
jakmile proleze koCi¢im otvorem.

SO09E11_1

hele

I know. You know, we’re just gonna have to figure out a plan
tonight. Can you please just take care of her for today?

No jo. Hele, vecer to budeme muset né&jak vyiesit. Ale prosim t¢,
dneska se 0 ni postarej.

SO09E11_2

VF

Yeah, and | was really hoping that maybe, you know, I could
hang out. You know, what do you....what do you feel like doing?

Jo, no jo. Tak jsem si fikal, ze k vam na chvili zajdu... Hele, tak
feknéte, co mate chut’ délat?

SO09E11_3

hele

Yeah, and | was really hoping that maybe, you know, | could
hang out. You know, what do you....what do you feel like
doing?

Jo, no jo. Tak jsem si fikal, Ze k vam na chvili zajdu... Hele, tak
feknéte, co mate chut’ délat?

SO09E11_4

ze jo?

You know what? I don’t need a tie. [ mean, it’s better, open
collar, you know? It’s more casual

Hele vi§ co? Kravatu uz nechci. Rekl bych, Ze rozhalenka je lepsi,
Ze jo? Je to.. neformalni

SO09E12_1

<

You know, kinda think of it, the capital of Peru IS "vtox". (opens
the kitchen cabinet) Oh god! Oh!

Kdyz o tom tak uvazuju, tak je to opravdu "vtox".
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SO09E12_ 2

VF

MM

Well not so much a pet as, you know, an occasional visitor who |
put food out for, you know. Kinda like Santa. Except Santa
doesn’t poop on the plate of cookies.

Ani ne tak mazlicek, jako obc¢asnej navstévnik, kterymu davam
najist, vis? Takovej Santa.

S09E12_ 3

FM

FM

vis?

Well not so much a pet as, you know, an occasional visitor who |
put food out for, you know. Kinda like Santa.

Ani ne tak mazli¢ek, jako ob&asnej navstévnik, kterymu davam
najist, vi§? Takovej Santa.

SO09E12_ 4

FM

Well, when we first met, you know, | thought you were pompous
and arrogant and obnoxious

Ze jsem si nejdiiv myslela, Ze jste protivny, arogantni a
nafoukany.

SO09E12_5

VF

MM

No, I just mean that, you know... first impressions don’t mean
anything. And I-I think you’re a really good guy and I’m sorry
that | misjudged you.

Ne, jen chci Fict, ze na prvni dojem se nesmi dat a Ze jste asi
vazné dobrej chlap a je mi lito, Ze jsem vas $patné odhadla.

SO9E12_ 6

VF

It was ... oh my god. He didn’t have a last name. It was just
"Tag", you know, like Cher, or, you know, Moses.

Bylo to .. ah, boze. On, on ani zadny nemé¢l. Byl to jen Tag. Néco
jako Cher, nebo tieba Mojzis.

SO09E12_ 7

VF

MM

MM

tieba

It was ... oh my god. He didn’t have a last name. It was just
"Tag", you know, like Cher, or, you know, Moses.

Bylo to .. ah, boze. On, on ani zadny nemél. Byl to jen Tag. Néco
jako Cher, nebo tfeba MojZis.

SO09E12_8

Yeah, obvious beauty’s the worst. You know, when it’s right
there in your face. Me, | like to have to work to find someone
attractive. Makes me feel like | earned it.

Jo, napadna krasa je to nejhorsi. Kdyz je na oblic¢eji hned vidét.
Mg se libi, kdyz ji postupné objevuju. Jako bych si ji vic
zaslouZil.

SO9E12_ 9

VF

Because it took us months to find a good nanny and I wouldn’t
want anything to, you know, drive her away.

Hrozné dlouho trvalo, neZ jsme nasli dobrou chiivu a ja bych
nerad, aby ji ...néco vyplasilo

S09E12_ 10

VF

No, Mike, I don’t want to kill him! I thought we were just gonna
capture him and, and you know, set him free in the country side
where he can maybe meet, you know, a friendly possom and a
wisecracking owl.

To nesmis, nechci ho zabit! Ja myslela, Ze ho jen chytime a a
pustime do pfirody, kde tieba potka ptatelskou vadici nebo
moudrou sovu.

S09E12_ 11

VF

MM

No, Mike, | don't want to kill him! I thought we were just gonna
capture him and, and you know , set him free in the country side
where he can maybe meet, you know, a friendly possom and a
wisecracking owl.

To nesmis, nechci ho zabit! Ja myslela, Ze ho jen chytime a a
pustime do ptirody, kde tfeba potka pratelskou vacici nebo
moudrou sovu.

SO09E12_ 12

MM

totiz

Actually, that will be long. You know, | really need to organize
my thoughts.

Sel bych radsi sam, chci si totiz.. utfidit myslenky.
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SO09E12_ 13

I had to bring them! We killed their mother, they’re our
responsibility now. You know, they require constant care. You
should know that, Rachel, you’re a mother.

Jé& je sem musela vzit. Zabili jsme jim matku, jsme za né
zodpovédny. Ted vyzaduji stalou pé&i. To snad vis, Rej¢l, jsi
matka.

SO9E12_ 14

No ... the leather sticks to my ass. You know, this isn’t fair. What
makes you think that I’'m just gonna sleep with her and then blow
her off?

Ne. Ta kiize se lepi na zadek. Tohle neni fér. Pro¢ si myslis, Ze se
s ni jen vyspim a pak se na ni vykaslu, hm?

S09E12_ 15

FM

Good. It’s just so hard, it’s hard for me to ... let them go. I guess it
just brings back memories, you know, from ... when | gave birth
to my brother’s triplets and I had to give them up.

Je to tak t&zky, Ze je musim ... dat pry¢. Asi mi to pfipomina
dobu, kdy jsem porodila bratrovi trojéata a musela jsem se jich
vzdat.

SO09E13_1

I don’t care but...at least she could have told me. You know
L...I’ve been putting my life on hold and just concentrating on
Emma but if she wants to go out there kissing guys she barely
knows, then so will I |

Mé je to jedno, ale aspoii se mi mohla zminit. J& sdm jsem zvolnil
tempo a soustiedim se jen na Emmu, ale kdyz se chce cicmat s
chlapama, ktery sotva zna, tak ja budu taky.

S09E13_2

copak nevis,
ze

Well, you know, honey, there is a thin line between love and
hate, and it turns out that line...is a scarf!

Copak nevis, Zze mezi laskou a nenavisti je tenka hranice? A
ukazalo se, Ze tou hranicli, je tahle Sala.

S09E13_ 3

FM

I don’t know. It’s so complicated. I work with this guy, you
know, | have the baby, and I have Ross,

To nevim, je to tak slozity. Pracujeme spolu. A mam dité, a mam
Rosse.

SO9E13_4

vis

Well maybe you’re going about this the wrong way. You know, |
mean think about it. Single white male, divorced three times, two
illegitimate children. The personal ad writes itself....

Vi§, mozna na to jde$ GpIné Spatné. Jen si to vem, svobodny
béloch, trikrat rozvedeny, dvé nemanzelské déti... Ten inzerat se
piSe sam.

S09E13_5

jo

You know, thats funny. So, do you think you’ll ever work again?

J0, je to préa. A co ty? Budes jesté nékdy pracovat?

SO09E13_6

FM

Maybe she didn’t move on, you know...maybe that kiss was just
an impulsive one-time birthday thing

Tteba to viibec nechce zabalit. Mozna ta pusa byla jen impulzivni
chvilkova zalezitost.

SO09E13_ 7

Hello! Hi! My name is Chandler, here’s my friend Ross right
here, and we were wondering, you know, if you’re up for it, we
only need six more people for a human pyramid..

Dobry den, ahoj. Jmenuju se Cendler a tady to je miij kimos Ross
a napadlo nas, jestli jste pro, Ze potiebujem jesté Sest lidi na
lidskou pyramidu.

S09E13_8

MM

opravdu

All right. Look. Gavin...1...I guess | felt guilty that you were here,
which I shouldn’t. You know, Ross and | are not in any
relationship but...he is the father of my child, and you know, we
do live together and plus there is just so much history...you know
? it’s just...I don’t know, I’'m sorry, I’'m just all over the place.

Asi jsem méla pocit viny, ze jsi tady, coz bych neméla. S Rossem
opravdu nic nemam, ale.... je to otec myho ditete a je fakt .. ze

spolu Zijeme a navic jsme spolu tolik zazili, to se neda, to se... ja
nevim, promin, jsem z toho celd zmatena.
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SO09E13_9

je fakt, ze

All right. Look. Gavin...l...I guess | felt guilty that you were here,
which I shouldn’t. You know Ross and | are not in any
relationship but...he is the father of my child, and you know, we
do live together and plus there is just so much history...you know?
it’s just...I don’t know, I’m sorry, I’m just all over the place.

No...heled’ se, Gavine... asi... asi jsem méla pocit viny, Ze jsi
tady, coz bych neméla. S Rossem opravdu nic nemam, ale.... je to
otec myho ditete a je fakt... Ze spolu Zijeme a navic jsme spolu
tolik zazili, to se neda, to se... ja nevim, promin, jsem z toho cela
zmatena.

SO09E13_ 10

FM

All right. Look. Gavin...1...I guess | felt guilty that you were here,
which I shouldn’t. You know Ross and | are not in any
relationship but...he is the father of my child, and you know, we
do live together and plus there is just so much history...you
know? it’s just...I don’t know, I’m sorry, I’m just all over the
place.

No...heled’ se, Gavine... asi... asi jsem méla pocit viny, Ze jsi
tady, coz bych nem¢la. S Rossem opravdu nic nemam, ale.... je to
otec myho dit’ete a je fakt .. Ze spolu zijeme a navic jsme spolu
tolik zazili, to se neda, to se... ja nevim, promi, jsem z toho cela
zmatena.

SO09E13_ 11

MM

| thought it was a little too soon, but it was also, you know, it was
kinda nice.

Asi na to bylo trochu brzo, ale mné to bylo mily.
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