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Laughter in tellings of complaints

Yasuyuki Usuda (National Institute for Japanese Language and Linguistics)

3=

AT, HEEBICEWTLIXFLIZR S NS, #EdY THiRiE, IcowTEEs 2 itk
W, FHICZ OB OIS FEIGEYH S LICERT S, AR 2w GET o L
\% complaint & FEIXHL 553, complaint 120 L TIdE > 72 ) & FICHUERRIGZ R T 2 & D3
S EVICHR L EEZ N, ITHATOZD L) Iz nTnws, LaLl, Ailt%
D) DX, complaint DFED DI LD, HL EFTHHANESEEF0E L TR 5T
WL EHICRZ2HHITH S, DTHOFER, XD LZBHLPIZ L7, complaint DFEDHIZE
W, B FRBEFEIE) O2BYNCE s L) HKEEZ T YA v L, ZRUCTOLTHEE FENE
IIERDHLVEODOHB EDOEE LT, D FORNHOLE TV R LG5I 2R L 7%
EEPRH 2, ZOMBEIZEWTEHEH KA2bD) L LTUHIRSN, ZRUTDWTE) C
LT, RiliZDbDEE) DTERL, ZOIETVALLEIHRFERZ L ICELLEbDL
LT) L) TEPHREICZ > T3, ZNRMHARBHFHNZLS2ETHD, complaint
DFED Z I FETHHFANWICHHAL T TR HEICE > TwE EEZ LN,

1. BU&IC

HEAERZEXLHT, ML LITUIE, AR 2OowTHGHE>7 D, ErsEio>72D
TH2HEICEBT S, 29 LEDIZHENAGFERICELT NEH, LN E0H 513
D, REEOWFEICE W T complaints & FEIXIL5, complaints Z 8L T3 &, ARk
bHAGEICEVTE, LIFLIFEEY ORTICEED FAL LEEFICL 2R BRI >Twas 2
LR, AWFETIE, DX 7% complaints ICB T 2K 0D, SEEFICL > TRICEE
R BFHEICH > TORIDPIZOVTONT 5.

2. FATHIR

Mo 288, 9755 complaints & 1%, HEAICHE T2 2 LDTE ZMEICDWTOAN
DEED #157 (Heinemann and Traverso 2009, Sidnell and Stivers 2012:360), %7z, "k 7
T NTDOWTDFED troubles-telling) EWHEN S, HODEE T 2MEICOWTHES L2 F 0

3B D (Jefferson 1988, Jefferson and Lee 1992), L IX L IE complaint & XAl I IS
% (Holt 2012),

* usuda@ninjal.ac.jp
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AEFFE TS, complaint 12 B 1F 212D\ Tk Holt (2012) 12 X 23#H123% 5. Holt
(2012) (% complaint DFEDIZEIF ZHEE FORVIZOVTHHLTED, UTD X I ISR
w3,

In the extracts analyzed here, recipients produce laughter to turns that are adding
to an in-progress complaint. These laugh responses do not fully affiliate with the
complaint in that they display a discordant stance, and they do not fully align
in that they do not add to the development of the complaint. Instead, they are
recurrently somewhat disengaged and termination relevant.

(Holt 2012:431)

Holt (2012) IZEBWTHH I N T3, “somewhat disengaged and termination relevant”
7, complaint IZBIFBEVLE, ZEZIEUTDLIRbDTH S,

F—% 1 Holt:SO88(II):2:8:8 (Z < %i < #ikt)
8 Les That’s a bit’v'n imposition though isn’t it?
9 (0.3)

10 Mum What fdear?
11 Les .hhhh

12 .)
13 Mum tWell they don’t seem t'mind, *hm’
14 .)

15  Les .tch uh Don’ take Tyou home though 1do they.
16 Mum —nuh Theh huh
17 )

7 —% 1 Tl%, Mum 2% Les 2% L T, HEDHIAIZDWTD complaint 2B XT %73,
Z1UZx LT Les & affiliative 22 )6 % LT, 8 fTHIZE T Les & imposition & \»
IMOBETCRADAIADS S V2L TWw» 523, Z4UIDWw»T Mum 34 LORZ B
THZIEL (1017H), 2V T “They don’t seem t'mind” &) HMIZAEZ 2K L TW» 3
(1317H). MEICR> TR 2K 0IEZOEED 15 f7HD, Les ORHMEERN % v 72 FE56IC
XL TORFICHLNTWS 16 fTH. 16 fTHIZODWTIEIRD L) I LA TE 5. £
T, 1517HIE yes/no TEZ % Z EMPBHINAFEI X TH 2 ICb20b 6T, ZDOEL5TYH
BZTohov, ZOEKRTHZIC alignment L TWAWIEETH S, £, 15fTHICE VT
l¥ complaint ~NDFEFEVBRKD SN TV B EEZLNED, ZNUTHEDL AFEZELRL TV
VW, Tbb, o E) EAMFBERLTLLIDTIERWY, EF-oF ) EFHED L Tukn,
29 LAt oBiE—mic, TRE TRV Lw) ZE, $hbt affiliate L TRV E W
9 2 L ZBELT % (Pomerantz 1984, Schegloff 2007, Pomerantz and Heritage 2012).
¥ 0 16 fTHIZ 14712 alignment & affiliation H L TORWIEETH L LW H) LW TE 3,
ZDOZEHs, BEFIZINYL complaint ZEFIZ ¥, KEICA2»OEDLXHIICSHEEES
TV L) B RINT 5,

—77, KFETR ) 7= TlE, INLFRLIETTROBHVENTHS, OBLIZHS
£ 91z, ARutZETH ) Fli%, complaint DFED DHT, ZD complaint DRHLE L TiES 1
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TWRIEY — FPHEZGES LT, 20037 d THHVE THI20D L) ICEELN,

UL THEZFRR > THIRT 2, L) LI FLwons LIndboThs, THL
ZFplicB LT, HLETHEESFERFEY) FOREDOTHA vicalign LTED, 2L Tl
@E%%ﬁﬁ?iifwék%ién%.%@i?&%?%tbf@&%iwkbfﬁk&
%, complaint DFED (D—FF) ITHLTEIEVIDIEFEDLI RS2 FVELTHSZLE
BTELDH, KFROMEIZZDORTH S,

3. THLHER

AT D 7 — 1%, ERZEEEMZEITICE W TREENED 5 N T\w 3 THAREH &
:—Nzamxmm¢%ﬁ@2mmf%5.Cmcuaaiﬁ_ B 22504 KMEE ©&
ZEVIKIL, XESFRMEICFHATEZECRIET 2720, HFHEEIOMGECFERI L
TX AN ZHATRERECRET 2130, DUTOX ) RREEHMZ 2 X I)REIINT0D

o KHUE : 200 RiHITO&EET —%  (Geikly, €=% —2BikIE 50 )
o AT | Fifn - MR - @I - SEEoFEH O YHEE EE
o RN : JUREIIG W (WaH, SChofiE, FEEERHZ &)

FRED ARG T — 7 12D\ T, XEE5HT conversation analysis(Sacks et al. 1974, Schegloff
2007) DFERICH £ T RlT) . REEANT L, TADRHEERO R CHEHET 2 4L
7 FERIGHTRE—— 206, &M, 2%, M -4, B, BERSA— 2R T 2 RH
PAREDIRDFEODS, WIZ L TZ DO THRINICABN 2 B REEZ A 2 b D E LT
BAZLL T 20, COBFERENT 572002 B D 7735 (Garfinkel 1967) %, F&ih%
FL®ETAIMHATATDOIRZFOOBEZMBL THOICT 2, HikimTd 5 (FA 2018).
BLEFPN ENZITVEPOHEDOI EIEREHZITE>TWw5, 29 LEEHOHFDORD
EDICHOWENSE Z EIFPHIRD A EDSLE 0L, TRTHZ ) TRARWVICE X, ZDOiEH)
ZRELT 20 LDV EDDITRACIER R Z KD L 570 DBE5HOIRLFICK>TVRS
bDZEEATYD, REEANPRAT 290 58HE, EDLHIITLTZI) LS F0 TR
R T 2 L FICE o T30 EHONICT S22 L TH S,

4. R

AHfiTlE, complaint DFED 32 I N TV EE5E0 6, FITHED OREEFNE->TW 550
ZWLOPEY B, FElCHETT 5. BEMEOSHTICE VT, §E D F2 complaint IZE W
THHHL TORE=FD I Lz TR, L HFETHET.

9, 7% 274 31FAL i ED complaint DFHH D—FTH 5. AFERLET
7=y ay 7 Ex2{T) NPO M2 ESLTED, BHORTEAINTVS M2, &
V) DIFH BERDOTHED B ELTADOHMEBT RV —7 ay 7Z2iEL TS, A
DS T % complaint 1¥, ZDRHKDEZEICH 72 2REXEVLATETH 5 L9 2 & x2ibX
TV3HDTH 5.

T —% 2 OFEHTTIE, complaint D—E LT, EARIYIZ complaint DX RDOHERLE DY
ED L) itz Lot v FHZZET (11T7H), ZHUODWTAREIBohr v
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F—4% 2 [£5G ID: T010-013 2105.395 #-2115.279 ]

1 A b7l ZARILELELL TIE Tx)DEEIR Alcvi, =
2 A =>YLPLPLPLPRY[IURAL =

3— B [ahaha[hahahahaha

4 A =[¥ZZIRD7ZAHY Hl-wip, =
5 B =fFTHT - [T,

6 A [YHIGE S o7 IEA: Y & [0k,

7 B [ 22

8 A [Z9,

9 B &L shRzA (o,

10 A [lEh9hZhl{hTh3D A7V,
11 B [(huhuhu) hahahaha

12 A VLA VBAA [V,

13 B [hahaha

) ZtzRTw3 (217H). 1fTHE TOMATHES NHHE, 77— > a v TORIKIC
H1zoT, NROWKEADPADPRE L2 L 23FE LT, EEciESws L 28I
HBAREKDOOELZEVI DT, 1TTHEZOFHONEZmVICE LD TRRLEL T
235D TH%, BOEOHELTWIDIZZDEKED 3TTHTH 3.

SITHORWIFERD 2fTHANDKIGE LTHEINTWS, M1ITnLkIic, 217HIE
VLY AFv—%M0, 20 HKHEINTVE, ZITOY L AF v =3RRI EER
T2HDTIEARLS, WHbWRE—FEWw), —HOFEIEDOHTZOMELZMHHT 57D ICH
5N5HDTH S (Wang and Chu 2013). A DR IZ, ZDAEDFHGEPR VI K > THE
T2 LMY TH DI LRI TS (Jefferson 1979). F 7-5@FiN 2 GG T A v L H A
BT WE I e, TOMENZ I EFTTHES NZHHICE LT KB T XREEHTC
HHIERMBARICL TS, 2O LH 6, 3fTHDORWIE, HElE TOED DA T
KL THRENLDBDTH D EVWZ D,

1 7—% 20 2{THMEDZ5H DT

T, 2fTHE 3fTHIZB VT, D FRR0ZFEHEL, ZNUISBL THEEFENE) 2 LT,

351 20205F9H8H-9H



EEERFHT7—I Y3y N00FRKRALE

M 3L LT 2 2R L TW 20725 ) %2, 3ITHDRWIZER DO FEFEDM AL T A
72bDTHY, OO RIGHEY) R E T SN IEWIGTH 5. ZOMEE X, WR
L 2R B OTEIDFHH & L CES N T —HORFEDERTH D, ZDMETDE:
YN 5 2 £ C, complaint ZDHDIFEZ D LX) BHEHOLDTIEZWELTDH, ZD
AT Z > 72 HIPRFIIKZ 5 /K9 NE D D (laughables, Glenn 2003) & LT Z &3
AREIC 2 2, HIZR A affiliative TH % 1 TiE 4w (Glenn 2003, Holt 2012) 2%, Kb+
5 =9 Lw)HHICE T 25K Wk affiliative b DTH S LFHEITE 57259, Lo
T, FHEzEHAVWDOE LTHRRT A LICKD, complaint DFED DI B ITH->TH, i
) T2 affiliative % .5 % F VOSHEY) 25 2/ED, BEE FHZ ST 5 2 & T, affiliative (2
complaint Z AV T3 Z EPHEFETITON TS LnwZ 3, 561, ZNNEHOEKRTH
%2 &C, complaint ZDbD, HEHWVIFZDOREZESTWS I LITIER S BWIETOE
WIZH->TWw5,

E7, WNROTH) & Z2HUHT 2580 FORMNLORE, THRO (B XE) N#Eb) 4
T8y &, 20N T2 THHOEBRNAEEZ) L) h->Tws, KwizliLk
XFry 7L 2HAI 2B L2 LDRRTHD 9 % (Raskin 1985, Z/NR 1997). L7zhd-5
T, RORZOWNEANDOERZELITRTHITTIER VD, 2R LS ZONEHFEL 72 2
EIFRHIN TR EEZONS,

X 512, affiliation 2% complaint DFE D OFE_LETHE. S5 Z 12Xk D, complaint IZE
ZAGNDREREZ X DHIIC, M RET 22 EWRY KEIChbEEIZOND, T—5 2
ZHTH, 2THIZBOT A PREHlIcOVWToORBELZRE L, 250 T BB 3fTHDE
WEH LD E, ATEUBETCREHOTTCONRD 5L F0EILFETHEAL T3, i
complaint D EHIIZD W T U 72 Drew and Walker (2009) %% escalation & W58, complaint
BV THRADAGEZRZICHBICER L Tw L Z 8Tl Tw3, LaL, escalation & [H
Be72E 9% L, escalate STV DIIEAHDFED DIXT T, ZNUDVMEEFICL > TEDNT
WwWhHZEitksEbEbNE, OV, FHERNHOLET AL LTRRL, <
FTZOHONRDEDLEFVERK STV L)AL TIT R > TS0, HHINDREER
FOLEPORHBLTOAMZDDLDZ0OIE TEoTHFERET) WEZERRIERLRVWEEZ
515,

F—4% 3 [£&5f ID: T010.013 2050.406 -2057.472 1]
1 A HRTT BHEARFES-TWIFETDO- L2505 20720,
2 B *ahahahaha (I3[ 2 2 & WVEW)) hah
*(Fr BRI <))
3 B BZhZhl>TELELRA,

A [EH? [ ATz,
5 B [hhhhahahaha

EPICHWL OB Z RTARZLYL, 7—% 3D 1fTHTIET—% 2 L FHKIC AB i 23
KoTwb I ENbDP5IED, WRD 5D F a2 TE (Pomerantz 1986) THIG L TED,
BORIEZENALEFSBZINTHE E VRS, TITHT—% 2 LAROFBIC X > Tl
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EFOEVEBEYNCL, affiliative 7 complaint DFED ZMHAZT TS Wz 5,
T—=F4LT—=851% T—F2BLNT—% 3 LIINOEE5HFICLIMNOLKEDO—HTH
%, 22Tk A DSHOHEMRED, WL 2G2S o THakttEE Lkwn ik
INEDFESNT VS, ARZ) LEtakaftdiz LavRE ISR L &< Tidk s 22 Lk
PEoOTW5S,

F—4 4 [£55 1D: C002_016 1650.734 #-1659.131 ]
1 A TY ZAR ZABIDHBOES T TARE i Zlwik,
2 A <HosRVw>-oT,
3 B huhuhu

F—4% 5 [5G ID: C002_016 1713.726 #—1720.318 7]
1 A ZHEEE L) MEFLAE BT ID 2N ZRUEHEL 2T TT ki Ak
» AL,
[huh huh huh huh
*BWL BRIV,
FOEEDIRLEEL))—-
Sriiiih,
(cont.)——((}E VR L DAE—FHFEL))
BHIZA B0z,

© O N O oS W N
vole= ov Bl vs I volile" S s

T—=4D1THEL Y T—=% 5D 11TH, 2 T7HTRRIN TS DIE, complaint DXf
RTHIHEABREDORFETH 2 LEZO6NDD, WEITYUFEOANYBZ DY OFEiE%E L1
DEGALTVZ V) Xk, HEHUORN T CHENICZOMO I LE2F->TED, 20l
ELTITHD &) BFFEZR LT 5 EEZ 515, complaint D ZE T A% laughable
ELTIRRT % BT, BMRNAREDHRFTH 24681375, TOLIIC—EDFEMETTH
BRI Z 2 HESFERICHONE 2 Ebh 5,

7 —% 41%, complaint DILE TV APKIRELDTH S LI ERIE, FELTZDHE
BDO2ITHOFEICE > TEALGN TR EEZLGNS, —T), 7T—% 5 T3, 2fTHDERE
DMETEOPELTWDE B1TH) 25, Z20HETHED FORIBERRL TS 4fTHE X
O 8ITHIZR L TIRELHEL TuARL, —fRIC, RALPOHEDRHKFHEZ2EHE, 2
IO VT OFED FOMMN R KB Z IR T 28I B VL TE, ZDERZIZEVIC K 3 KB
WY A7 % 5 (I printinga,p) G 03% 003, £ 9 GoTwhwr—4% 5 [3FIAIC A
2%, 7% 5ICBoTHAURE, 1THTE, BSICE W TEERD MERL < kv T2zn
BEL 2B T TT L) Lok EZT L), VHICHIBL ZVEERTHZ &
5 L0 BEPRRSNTED, VG ETHOX v v 7235 ) REMBEOMMBICHFS L T3
L&z 605 (Raskin 1985). —J7, ZOHEEOFED ICNT 25D FOKIGTH S 4THE &
N 8ITHDHEDMETEDL R VDX, TITH A DFED LR E LT complaint THH, »
DFELNIHEZADPBEE L THLL 2 TEAR SR WHETH 2 L \» ) HIfRIC X 2 1EE
W35, Lrl, 4T7HIZBW6THD TounhAy EWIRIGELAEDE, ) —E, XD
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BRI LITHORE O Z U2 BE L ONREZGEE T 5 06% STHICKW TR HEL TV
ERDZIEDTELDT, AR ATTHOEBRDIIETEODARETH 5 L FEfEL T\ 2 AlRgE
BH 5, EODAEDBEORE D) complaint DEE D DRELEIC LI - TLREnIcD
WU, IR LMEIDNETH D,

5. ¥&H

AWHFETIE, complaint DFE D ICEB W TEICHES T35 L v )z I BT, w{D
POW R ZBIZ L TN L7, AR TID EF WA T, complaint D#EH#ICE LT, &
D F2% complaint DNRICH L TAEZ L TEBRZYTHL I LRV LIET VAL L
T, NROANYOITFTHDLEY — FRMBEAICOWVTEEL 72, FHITOWTEYDFENLEH -
TWE0%, ZOTENCNT 2 KN SIBDTE TR L 744208, BEE FURINICE S fiE T
Hb, ZOMETOERCE, B FLINROTEZVOIE THHWDHD EKIRELD, L L
TRRLAZZERIBLTAINTVEHDTHS, ZD LI, NROTEHZEIREDHD
ELTHRL, ZRUIBLTEY 2 &, 3D F L E T affiliative 7% complaint DFE D %
AL TTWw 2 EFREIZ, complaint FHAEDEED % complaint & L TOMMLZY D i3I
(Ko THEEL L LRI LY TI) ETIVLFHRECHZ>TVELEEZLNS,

Ei

AWFFE I E N EFETFZEIREBI L R RS 7 e 2 = 7 b TARBIBIH &5 a — S R gD
(EELBEDOLMMNINGE, (v =7 b Y —5—  INEEREERZ) o Th %, £H
RAEMHRIS B E L M S T (B) T&E6ICE T 265 ABIRO IR © HASEE
T8 2 e (MEREE - FAHZEA, FEFR S 17TK13457) ok z 2\ Tfirbhne,
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