SENTENCE INTONATION IN LANGUAGE

R * -

AND LINGUISTICS

N.D.SVETOZAROVA

Department of Phonetics
Leningrad University
Leningrad, USSR 199034

ABSTRACT

In spite of the great interest of mo-
dern linguistics in the problems‘of in -
tonation and a great amount of experimen-
tal data,intonation has not yet taken its
due place in general linguistics.This can
be accounted for by the fact that intona-
tion is often viewed as peripheral to
language system, belonging rather to
speech than to language. Another reason
is an extreme diversity in understanding
the nature of intonation units - either
as language signs or as a means of the
plane of expression. It is assumed that
intonation - with the multitude of its
functions - belongs to the plane of ex-
pression of complex signs which should
not be reduced to phonemics alone. The
phenomenon of intonation demonstrates the
inconsistency of the view on sound matter

of language as the lowest level of langu-
age structure.

INTRODUCTION

One of the noticeable peculiarities of .
modern linguistics is increasing interest
of linguists of various trends to the
problems of sentence intonation. It's pro-
ved by the fact that intonation that has
‘been the "cinderella" of linguistics for

a2 long time, nowadays turns out to be its

"core".

But in spite of the fact that a lot of
experimental data on intonation have been
accumulated, their introducing to the
theory of linguistics does not seem to be
a_simple task although many linguists re-
alize the necessity of their generaliza-
tion and interpretation. Even the best of
modern works in general linguistics lack
sirious discussions of intonation pro-
blems.

There are several interrelated reasons
for this. ’

THE NATURE OF INTONATION UNITS AND THE
PLACE OF INTONATION IN LINGUISTICS

The first reason is the still-remaining
treatment of intonation as something pe-
ripheral to the language system and at -
tributing it rather to speech than to
language.

The second reason is the fact that it is
not clear what aspect of linguistics
should deal with intonation. Information
on intonation in a particular language
(if there is any) is given either in
"Phonetics" or in "Syntax" or even in
both of them. The latter is illustrated
for Russian by the new academic edition
of Russian Grammar /1/ ( parts devoted to

ingonation are written by E.A. Bryzguno-
va). .

The fact that different aspects of lingu-
istics deal with the same subject seems
to be quite natural as different branches
of linguistics do not just study various
language phenomena, but analyze them from
different points of view.

The word is analyzed both in phonetics
and lexicdlogy. Nevertheless, one can har-
dly imagine that word - the -main langua-

g€e unit - should be analyzed only in pho- .

netics, that is, from the point of view of
its form (plane of expression) or only in
lexicology, that is, from the point of viev
of its meaning (plane of contents).

As to intonation units, the main debateab-
le point is whether to attribute them on-
ly to the plane of expression or to re =
gard them as bilateral units, that is,
language signs.

Both viewpoints have their adhe?e?tSJm%P
1s reflected in different definitions o
intonation and its units.

The adherents of the view point that inz
tonation units are signs do not give .Y
special arguments to support their posi
tion. Probably they consider the ability
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of intonation to convey defipite meanings
(thus be connected with meaning) to be

wite a weighty reason. However, every-

thing in the language is connected with

peaning to a certain extent. The material
form of the language does not exist just
by itself but as a means of conveying in-
formation.

To prove the sign nature of intonation
its signs should be compared with other
language signs to see whether Jeverything
that is defined by "intonation" is equal-
1y and in the same way connected with me-
aning.

On the contrary, those who attribute in-

tonation only to the plane of expression,

i.e. to phonetics as the aspgat dealing
vith the sound matter (formg of.the lan-
gusge, thiok it is their duty to give

special reasons for their position. Thus
they present the well-known fact that the
same formal means ( intonation pattern )
combined with different lexical and gram-

-matical structures conveys different mea~

nings, so that the meaning is not convey-
ed by intonation pattern alone, but by
its combination with other 1linguistic
reans,

It seems, though, that special greasons
for proving the non-sign nature of into =
ration units are required only if they
ere treated like phonemes. In case we at-
tribute intonation to the plane of expre-
ssion of language but do not confine it
to phonemic alone admitting the existence
of other sound means that have special
functions, then we may regard intonation
88 an element of the plane of expression
¢tapable of conveying some specific mea -
nings (elements of the pleme of contents)
- compunicative, modal and emotionsl.

A&omﬁng to the conceptiom of the Shche-
Iba Phonological School (or Leningrad

‘Phonologocal School) the main function of
the phoneme is the constitutive one /2,

Pionemes, which have no meaning of their
o and are singled out due to their po-
tential link with meaning, constitute the
Sound matter of morphemes ‘- the smallest
leaningful language units.

ThePl!_me of expression of complex langu-
%0 units, such as words, word-groups,
Symtagms, sentences, paragraphs, -texts,
ot be reduced to a mere chain of pho-
lemes, Together with the relationship be-
¥een the units of the lower levels / 4:
%L/ it contains a special constituent -

tion = performing some specific func-
s L] ]

htonation takes part in forming the so-

und-matter of a complex language unit pri-
marily as a means of organizing its com-
ponents.

However, the fact that speech units (syn-
tagms, utterances, paragraphs) can be or-
ganized in various ways enables intonati-
on to express gome spegcific meanings, ei~
ther alone or in combination with other

non-intonational means.

In some of its functions intonation is
more conventional, that is its units are
very close to the conventional language
signs. This can be seen in some communi -
cative types of utterances and some emo-
tional reactions where such- "meanings"
as for example "question”, "agreement",
"non—a%reement", "surprise", "doubt" have
their “own" corresponding intonation pat-
terns, which in some cases are used as
the only meams of conveying information.
It can be proved by the fact of correct
perception of the so called "pure" into-
nation (intonation without words) in col-
loqu§al Russian (hm? - hm. - hm! - hm?! =
hmitl). .

In its other manifestations (significant-
1y more common) intonation reveals its
non-sign nature. I believe that in such
functions of intonation as the delimiting
or the prominence-lending, intonation
patterns can hardly be viewed as bilate -~
ral linguistic signs (for the opposite
point of view see, for examlpe /5/).

B0, obviously, the author of. an intona-
tion theory will regard intonation units
as more or less sign units depending on
the fact which of itg functions. are in
the centre of his investigation.

Thus, the third reason for rather & vague
status of intonation among the other lin-
guistic aspects is different interpretati-
on of the essence of intonation, the ex-
tent of its functions and the character
of its units. . . .

INTONATION: SYNTACTIC OR SEMANTICT?

The great variety of view points on into-
nation , in my opinion, can only be - ex-
plained by the complexity and heter?gene-
ity of its phenomena. _

The fact that intonation has.long been
outside the sphere of main linguistic
problems can be accounted for not by an
insufficient amount of experimental data
but by the fundamental difference of in -
tonation from other linguistic phenomena.
The term "intonology" coming nowadsys in-
to use in the Soviet Union is a symptom
of the realization of this difference.

Paradoxical as it may seem any further

.
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deepening of the investigation of intona-
tion aggravates the state of things.

Large quantities of experimental data
show that intonation correlates more clo-
- 8ely with the semantics of an utterance
than with its syntax.

Thus, the so called communicative types
of utterance as well as many phenomena
of sentence accentuation are, in fact,se-
mantic by their nature. For example, some
features of the intonation structure of
an utterance may be caused by the speci-
fic meaning of words and word-groups con=
stituting this utterance.

The results of the experiments proved

that the metaphorical use of the word,
its specific semantic capacity, the pre-
sence of a number of meanings (semantic

components) in its semantic structure (as
for example, the meanings of evaluation,
contrast, result, negation /6,7/) serve
as factors causing a greater degree of
its prominence. On the contrary, the se-
mantic "emptiness" of some of the words
is the cause of their weaker accentual
prominence.

Thus, intonation which has long since
been called "syntactic phonetics™ has a
real chance of being called "semantic
phonetics".

INTONATION AND THE LEVEL STRUCTURE OF
LANGUAGE

The problem of the place of intonation in
the language system as far as the levels

of the language structure ere concerned

is even more complicated than the problem
" of the place of intonation in linguis-
tics. ‘ &

It is significant that in the majority of
conceptions of the language levels system
the place of intonation is not put for-
ward for special discussion. - -

'On the other hand attempts "to insert"
intonation with its all-embracing means
and functions into the proposed hierarchy
of the levels show the inadequacy of the
construction itself.

One of the main difficulties of the tra-
ditional approach to language levels,whe-
re the phonetic (phonological) level isg
considered to be the lowest, is the im-
possibility of explaining how the non-
sign elements of language level construc—
tion - phonemes - form the meaningful
linguistic units - morphemes - et the
next level. The inclusion of intonation
into this lowest level aggravates the

‘nal as it is

——-—ﬂ-

difficulty still more, for intonation
units form neither morphemes nor other
linguistic units, the relation between
them being quite different.

Thus, not everything that is included iy
phonetics can equally be included in the
phonetic level, considered to be the 1o .
west level of the language structure.

To avoid this difficulty we might assume
that intonation units are language signs
(which - in my opinion - is true only for
a smaller part of intonation phenomena),
but this gives rise
culty.

The attempt to include these "intonation
signs" into o n e of the traditional
sign levels reveals the variety and the

- specific character of such signs.

On the other hand it is impossible to
place "intonation signs" bet we en
the traditional sign levels, as no sign
level can either be composed of or de -
composed into intonation units alone.

The only solution is to remove intonati-
on from the hierarchy of levels and to
assign intonation phenomena to d i f -

ferent sign levels in accordance

with the variety of intonation functions.
Then intonation will easily find its pla-
ce in the language structure, but only &s
an inherent element of the plane of ex-
pression of the complex signs. Intonation
is related, in some of its functions, to
such complex units as the sentence, the

paragraph and the whole text. In its i
other functions , intonation is connecte
with smaller units, such as the syntegd
and even, the rtythmic group. :

This approach; natural and even traditio-

zcompare the usual d:.stmg-l
tion between segmental and suprasegmenta
means, or features), 'involves a cert&lll1
contradiction. How does this high .levehe
use of phonetic means correlate witht
fact that the phonetic level is con51d:"
red to be the lowest one? I think thal.
intonation facts demonstrate the inade -
quacy of this conception.

The phonetic means, i.e. sound matter én
all of its aspects (both segmental an
suprasegmental) naturally correlate Wi
different levels of langusage stmctué‘ge
(beginning with the word and up %0 . s
text) due to the fact that they do 0%,
form a separate level but an & 8 P
without which no level can exist.

: le
The acknowledgement of the speciri::dgger-
of the sound matter of language P
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pined by human nature, which in its turn
predetermines the main properties of the
language, is extremely important for the
conception of the Shcherba Phonological
School. It is well-defined in the works
by L.R.Zinder /2/ and L.V.Bondarko /3/
and especially in the recent book by V.B.
Kasevich "Phonological Problems in Gene-
ral and Oriental Linguistics"” /4/, in
which the author proposes a new concepti-
on of the phonological component of lan-

guage .
CONCLUSION

The study of such a complex and specific
phenomenon as sentence intonation leads
us to the conclusion that the conventio-
nal division of language into separate
levels is too straightforward and should
be considered more critically.

A revision of some of the ideas concer =
ning the place of phonetics and intona -
tion in the language system makes it pos-
sible to describe intonation in all its
nanifestations within the framework of
phenetics as linguistic science.
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