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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Grammatical complexity of written and spoken language of L2 leaners has been extensively studied, but casual conversation of L2 learners remains rarely explored although it is considered one of the most basic forms of speech. This study explores whether proficiency level modulates grammatical complexity in casual conversation. We examined the conversations performed by 51 Korean EFL learners of two proficiency levels (HIGH and LOW) and 21 native speakers of American English (NS). The syntactic complexity was measured for global scale complexity (e.g., production length, use of subordination) and clause complexity for fine-grained scale complexity (e.g., components within a clause). As a result, in the global scale, HIGH demonstrated complex structures more often than LOW in general, and similarly with or more often than NS. HIGH employed subordination as often as NS do, but demonstrated more complex structures for production length and complex nominals. NS used more coordination than the non-native speakers. In the fine-grained scale, HIGH produced more dependents in a clause than LOW in general. When compared with NS, HIGH employed more dependents and subordination conjunctions or similar number of clausal complements and prepositions. In short, HIGH used grammatical structures close to written compositions rather than natural conversation. The results suggest that proficient learners can readily use complex structures as often as NS do, but their conversation is not as natural as that of NS.

        

      

      
        Keywords: 
syntactic complexity, clause complexity, casual conversation, second language acquisition, proficiency level, learner spoken corpus

      

    

    

  
    
      References
      
        
          	
          	
        

        
          	
            
              1. 
            
          
          	Ai, H. and X. Lu. 2013. A corpus-based comparison of syntactic complexity in NNS and NS university students’ writing. In A. Diaz-Negrillo, N. Ballier and P. Thompson, eds., Automatic Treatment and Analysis of Learner Corpus Data, 249-264. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins.
			[https://doi.org/10.1075/scl.59.15ai]
		
        

        
          	
            
              2. 
            
          
          	Anderson, J. E. 1937. An evaluation of various indices of linguistic development. Child Development 8, 62-68.
			[https://doi.org/10.2307/1125823]
		
        

        
          	
            
              3. 
            
          
          	Andringa, S., K. de Glopper and H. Hacquebord. 2011. Effect of explicit and implicit instruction on free written response task performance. Language Learning 61(3), 868-903.
			[https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9922.2010.00623.x]
		
        

        
          	
            
              4. 
            
          
          	Biber, D., B. Gray and K. Poonpon 2011. Should we use characteristics of conversation to measure grammatical complexity in L2 writing development? TESOL Quarterly 45(1), 5-35.
			[https://doi.org/10.5054/tq.2011.244483]
		
        

        
          	
            
              5. 
            
          
          	Biber, D., B. Gray and S. Staples. 2016. Contrasting the grammatical complexities of conversation and academic writing: Implications for EAP writing development and teaching. Language in Focus 2(1), 1-18.
			[https://doi.org/10.1515/lifijsal-2016-0001]
		
        

        
          	
            
              6. 
            
          
          	Bulté, B. and A. Housen. 2014. Conceptualizing and measuring short-term changes in L2 writing complexity. Journal of Second Language Writing 26, 42-65.
			[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2014.09.005]
		
        

        
          	
            
              7. 
            
          
          	Cheng, W. and M. Warren. 1999. Peer and teacher assessment of the oral and written tasks of a group project. Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education 24(3), 301-314.
			[https://doi.org/10.1080/0260293990240304]
		
        

        
          	
            
              8. 
            
          
          	Cooper, T. C. 1976. Measuring written syntactic patterns of second language learners of German. The Journal of Educational Research 69(5), 176-183.
			[https://doi.org/10.1080/00220671.1976.10884868]
		
        

        
          	
            
              9. 
            
          
          	Cumming, A., R. Kantor, K. Baba, U. Erdosy, K. Eouanzoui and M. James. 2005. Differences in written discourse in independent and integrated prototype tasks for next generation TOEFL. Assessing Writing 10(1), 5-43.
			[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asw.2005.02.001]
		
        

        
          	
            
              10. 
            
          
          	Du Bois, J. 2006. Transcription in Action, retrieved from http://transcription.projects.linguistics.ucsb.edu/representing, .
        

        
          	
            
              11. 
            
          
          	Du Bois, J. W., W. L. Chafe, C. Meyer, S. A. Thompson and N. Martey. 2000-2005. Santa Barbara corpus of spoken American English, Parts 1-4. Philadelphia: Linguistic Data Consortium.
        

        
          	
            
              12. 
            
          
          	Eu, J. 2018. On the nature of object omission: Indefiniteness as indeterminacy. English Language and Linguistics 22(3), 523-530.
			[https://doi.org/10.1017/S1360674317000296]
		
        

        
          	
            
              13. 
            
          
          	Foster, P., A. Tonkyn and G. Wigglesworth. 2000. Measuring spoken language: A unit for all reasons. Applied Linguistics 21(3), 354-375.
			[https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/21.3.354]
		
        

        
          	
            
              14. 
            
          
          	Grabe, W. and R. B. Kaplan. 1996. Theory and Practice of Writing. London: Longman
        

        
          	
            
              15. 
            
          
          	Halliday, M. A. K. 2002. On Grammar. London, UK: Continuum.
        

        
          	
            
              16. 
            
          
          	Hunt, K. W. 1965. Grammatical Structures Written at Three Grade Levels. Champaign, Ill: National Council of Teachers of English.
        

        
          	
            
              17. 
            
          
          	Hwang, H., H. Jung and H. Kim. 2020. Effects of written versus spoken production modalities on syntactic complexity measures in beginning‐level child EFL learners. The Modern Language Journal 104(1), 267-283.
			[https://doi.org/10.1111/modl.12626]
		
        

        
          	
            
              18. 
            
          
          	Kemmer, S. and M. Barlow. 2000. Introduction: A usage-based conception of language. In M. Barlow and S. Kemmer, eds., Usage-based models of grammar, i-xxi. Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications.
        

        
          	
            
              19. 
            
          
          	Kim, J. Y. 2014. Predicting L2 writing proficiency using linguistic complexity measures: A corpus-based study. English Teaching 69, 27-51.
			[https://doi.org/10.15858/engtea.69.4.201412.27]
		
        

        
          	
            
              20. 
            
          
          	Kyle, K. 2016. Measuring Syntactic Development in L2 Writing: Fine Grained Indices of Syntactic Complexity and Usage-based Indices of Syntactic Sophistication. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Georgia State University.
        

        
          	
            
              21. 
            
          
          	Kyle, K. and S. Crossley. 2017. Assessing syntactic sophistication in L2 writing: A usage-based approach. Language Testing 34(4), 513-535.
			[https://doi.org/10.1177/0265532217712554]
		
        

        
          	
            
              22. 
            
          
          	Larsen-Freeman, D. 2006. The emergence of complexity, fluency, and accuracy in the oral and written production of five Chinese learners of English. Applied Linguistics 27(4), 590-619.
			[https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/aml029]
		
        

        
          	
            
              23. 
            
          
          	Levelt, W. 1989. Speaking: From Intention to Articulation. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press.
        

        
          	
            
              24. 
            
          
          	Lintunen, P. and M. Mäkilä. 2014. Measuring syntactic complexity in spoken and written learner language: Comparing the incomparable? Research in Language 12(4), 377-399.
			[https://doi.org/10.1515/rela-2015-0005]
		
        

        
          	
            
              25. 
            
          
          	Lu, X. 2010. Automatic analysis of syntactic complexity in second language writing. International Journal of Corpus Linguistics 15, 474-496.
			[https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.15.4.02lu]
		
        

        
          	
            
              26. 
            
          
          	Lu, X. 2011. A corpus-based evaluation of syntactic complexity measures as indices of college-level ESL writers’ language development. TESOL Quarterly 45, 36–62.
			[https://doi.org/10.5054/tq.2011.240859]
		
        

        
          	
            
              27. 
            
          
          	Lu, X. and H. Ai. 2015. Syntactic complexity in college-level English writing: Differences among writers with diverse L1 backgrounds. Journal of Second Language Writing 29, 16-27.
			[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2015.06.003]
		
        

        
          	
            
              28. 
            
          
          	Mancilla, R. L., N. Polat and A. O. Akcay. 2017. An investigation of native and nonnative English speakers’ levels of written syntactic complexity in asynchronous online discussions. Applied Linguistics 38(1), 112-134.
			[https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/amv012]
		
        

        
          	
            
              29. 
            
          
          	McDonald, J. L. 2006. Beyond the critical period: Processing-based explanations for poor grammaticality judgment performance by late second language learners. Journal of Memory and Language 55(3), 381-401.
			[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jml.2006.06.006]
		
        

        
          	
            
              30. 
            
          
          	Monroe, J. H. 1975. Measuring and enhancing syntactic fluency in French. The French Review 48(6), 1023-1031.
        

        
          	
            
              31. 
            
          
          	Nippold, M. A., M. W. Frantz-Kaspar, P. M. Cramond, C. Kirk, C. Hayward-Mayhew and M. MacKinnon. 2014. Conversational and narrative speaking in adolescents: Examining the use of complex syntax. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research, 57, 876-886.
			[https://doi.org/10.1044/1092-4388(2013/13-0097)]
		
        

        
          	
            
              32. 
            
          
          	Nippold, M. A., M. W. Frantz-Kaspar and L. M. Vigeland, 2017. Spoken language production in young adults: Examining syntactic complexity. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research 60(5), 1339-1347.
			[https://doi.org/10.1044/2016_JSLHR-L-16-0124]
		
        

        
          	
            
              33. 
            
          
          	Ortega, L. 2003. Syntactic complexity measures and their relationship to L2 proficiency: A research synthesis of college‐level L2 writing. Applied Linguistics 24, 492-518.
			[https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/24.4.492]
		
        

        
          	
            
              34. 
            
          
          	Paltridge, B. 2012. Discourse analysis: An introduction. Bloomsbury Publishing.
        

        
          	
            
              35. 
            
          
          	Park, S. and Yoon, S. 2021. Syntactic complexity of EFL learners’ casual conversation, monologue, and writing. The Journal of Studies in Language 37(1), 75-89.
        

        
          	
            
              36. 
            
          
          	Ravid, D. and L. Tolchinsky. 2002. Investigating literacy development and language acquisition. Reply to commentaries on ‘Developing linguistic literacy: a comprehensive model’. Journal of Child Language 29(2), 489-494.
			[https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305000902005135]
		
        

        
          	
            
              37. 
            
          
          	Saito, K. 2017. Effects of sound, vocabulary, and grammar learning aptitude on adult second language speech attainment in foreign language classrooms. Language Learning 67, 665–693.
			[https://doi.org/10.1111/lang.12244]
		
        

        
          	
            
              38. 
            
          
          	Wolfe-Quintero, K. S. Inagaki and H. Y. Kim. 1998. Second Language Development in Writing: Measures of Fluency, Accuracy, and Complexity (No. 17). University of Hawaii Press, Hawaii.
        

        
          	
            
              39. 
            
          
          	Yang, H. K. 2010. Linguistic systems of target language as organizational foundations of foreign language teaching. The Education of Korean Language 133, 63–81.
        

        
          	
            
              40. 
            
          
          	Yazdani, S. 2018. Syntactic complexity in Iranian learners’ English writing and speaking. Journal on English as a Foreign Language 8(1), 75-96.
			[https://doi.org/10.23971/jefl.v8i1.718]
		
        

      

    

    

  OEBPS/images/big_21_0.jpg
[Volume 19, Number4, WINTER 2019

1SS 28867474

01 01 -] lv Korean Journal of
English Language and Linguistics

| SRR






OEBPS/images/_common/images/crossref.gif





