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Introduction 

In a previous consideration of  'generating a topic'  a sequence of  conver. 
sation was described which is initiated by a topic initial elicitor and 
which is oriented to the interactional and mutual generation of  a topic 
(Button and Casey 1984). In this description another form of topic 
beginning, topic nomination, was indicated. This present analysis now 
has topic nomination as one of  its central concerns, but  in order to 
build a partial resource for the subsequent analysis it is necessary to 
first introduce some aspects of  the topic initial elicitor sequence. 

A systematic feature of  topic organisation is that topics flow 
from one to another, 1 and this means that a distinct beginning 
of  a topic may not  be readily apparent. In particular sequential environ- 
ments, systems that organise topic flow are not, however, used. Three 
pervasive environments in this respect are where topics are started 
where conversations' openings are produced;  where a prior topic shut- 
down has been accomplished; and, where conversations' closings have 
been initiated. Should a topic emerge in such sequential environments 
it is recurrently disjunct from prior topic(s) and may be organised by 
means of  a series of  sequential moves which constitute a ' topic be- 
ginning'? A topic initial elicitor can initiate a topic beginning which is 
designed to interactionally and mutually establish a top ic?  

Although a topic initial elicitor has features which project as a rele- 
vant next activity the production of  a possible topic initial, neverthe- 

A version of this paper was presented to the B.S.A. Sociology of Language 
Group, Wolfson CoUege, Oxford, December 1981. Gail Jefferson has subse- 
quently made extremely valuable comments and many of the revisions have 
been developed from her suggestions. 
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less, because of its orientation to the interactional and mutual estab- 
lishment of a topic, a recipient of this first move to topic generation 
may not present a topicalisable item but may make a no-news report. 
As was previously described, one response to such an activity is to shift 
from a topic initial eliciting activity by making a topic nomination in 
order to pursue the initiation of a new topic. 

Topic nomination itself, may also be used to start a topic by orga- 
nising a topic beginning in sequential environments where topic does 
not flow out of a prior topic. Unlike topic initial elicitors which are 
designed to elicit a candidate topic from the next speaker whilst being 
mute with respect to what that topic may be, topic nominations are 
oriented to particular newsworthy items. In common with topic initial 
elicitors, however, they use a sequence structure to constitute the 
topic beginning and this, as for topic initial elicitors, is designed to 
interactionally and mutually produce topic. 

Two sequence types that may be used as vehicles for topic nomina- 
tion and which are to be considered here are (characterised by their 
sequence initial turn) i t em i s ed  news  e n q u M e s  and n e w s  announce-  

m e n t s .  Whilst both sequence types may organise a topic beginning by 
nominating a topic for talk, they perform different interactional tasks 
in organising who amongst the interactants will elaborate on-topic and 
where, sequentially, on-topic talk will be done. Moreover, they are 
selectively used in order to pursue the production of a topic where a 
move that could possibly curtail topic production is made. Both se- 
quence types, though, preserve two features of beginning a topic which 
is disjunct from prior topic(s); these are features that emerged from the 
previous consideration of topic initial elicitors. 

The first of these is that the sequence structure is capable of re- 
ceiving extended talk. This point will be elaborated subsequently. The 
second feature is that beginning a topic in the three sequential environ- 
ments is, by virtue of the activity's very occurrence in these environ- 
ments, done interactionally and mutually. The reasons for this can be 
briefly reiterated. 

For conversations whose opening sections have not produced first 
topic in the form of reason-for-calP or material that is being made 
topical, the first topic may be produced interactionally and mutually, 
in order to establish a warrant for talking to that topic now and at a 
point where the reason-for-call may still be awaiting delivery. The 
second environment indicated, prior topic shut-downs, occasion a se- 
quential environment which is ripe for initiating a closing track, s 
Beginning a new topic places the conversation on a different trajectory. 



Topic beginnings done in an environment in which the relevance of  
more than one trajectory for the conversation can be projected are de- 
signed to be interactional and mutual in order to legitimise that as the 
trajectory which is produced. Conversations' closing structure, the third 
pertinent environment, are themselves designed to interactionally and 
mutually accomplish the closure of  conversation (Schegloff and Sacks 
1973), and beginning a new topic in a closing section is done inter- 
actionally and mutually so as to be sensitive to this organisation of  
closings. 

This paper will proceed by  examining how itemised news enquiries 
and news announcements are used to organise topic beginnings that 
preserve the two features indicated above. In the course of  this exami- 
nation it will be noted that interactants may make moves which could 
possibly curtail the production of  topic. It will then be found that the 
sequence-type initial turns of  the topic initial elicitor, itemised news 
enquiry and news announcement  sequences may be variously fitted 
for, and used in turns that follow a possible curtailing move in order 
to pursue the production of  a topic and to organise how elaboration 
on the news will be done. 

Itemised news enquiries 

The following three extracts o f  conversation are examples of  itemised 
news enquiries being used in the three sequential environments which 
have been referred to. 6 

(1) (Frankel:TC:I: l  : 2 2 - 2 3 )  
Shirley : -hh So c'm over later. 

m 

Geri " Yeh ah'll come over I wannih(g) (.) git s 'm work 
do:ne 'n then ah'll c 'm over'n ah'll help 
Joe [-:y,en 

Shirley " LOkay 
(.) 

Shirley • .hhhhhh F G ° ° d  w'l have coffee 
Geri • L oo( )oo 

(0.3) 
Geri : OOka:y,O 
Shirley : Alright? 
Geri : Mm-h m :9. 



-~ Shirley • D'yih talk tih Dana this week? 

(2) (Rahman : I I :4 -5 )  
Ida • .h it's a--ll the money 

eez had in iz back pocket thass made 
Fire (like thah:t , !  

Jenny • kehh HEH HE~'h her-h h 
Ida LHA HA= 
Ida " = r-r- ha ha :::. 
Jenny • L k (thet's makin'  the-) .hh That'll teach 

i:m hheh he r-h-he. 
Ida • - -  k That will teaach him[- ~ yes, 
Jenny " L-hhh 

you gn'-.hh 
Ida . he-eh hh a y e  Yeh. 

Jenny " _When ih you gettin yer: 1" dining room suite. 

(3) (SB:I:I'I) 
Sheila • Hello:? 

. - ) .  

John • Hi: Sheila? 
Sheila • Ye:ah. 
John • How are you. 
Sheila • Fi::ne, how are you. 
John • O::k:a:y,  

(0.2) 
Sheila • Have yo: :u  heard yet. 

Itemised news enquiries project particular sequential relevancies for 
the next turn, and the itemised news enquiry and the next turn which is 
produced as a response sensitive to these relevancies, possess character- 
istics which are integral to the organisation of  a topic beginning. Before 
these characteristics are described, however, the sequential relevancies 
that an itesmised news enquiry projects for next turn can be elaborated 
upon. 

The object of  enquiry in itemised news enquiries stands in contrast 
to that of  topic initial elicitors. The latter make enquiries into the pos- 
sibility of  providing newsworthy event reports without specifying an 
item of  news about which to make a report whilst the former aim them- 
selves directly at a particular item. For instance, in the examples above, 
(1) whether Shirley has talked to Dana, (2) when Ida is getting her 
dining room suite, and (3) whether John has received the information 



he is waiting for, constitute specific items of  enquiry. By specifying a 
particular item, itemised news enquiries make two proposals. First, 
they propose that the specified item is newsworthy, and second they 
propose that this item is known about by the recipient. 

By making the first proposal, itemised news enquiries display that 
speakers have some access to, and knowledge of, the proposed news- 
worthy item, but in making the second they also display that the en- 
quirer's knowledge is only partial relative to the recipient's. Itemised 
news anquiries attribute this knowledge by virtue of  the objects of  en- 
quiry being oriented to as recipient-related events about which the 
current speakers have some knowledge. 

This orientation, however, does not  just take the form of  a request 
for a lack of, or gap in knowledge to be filled. Some forms of  enquiry 
display speakers to be deficient regarding some item of  information, 
and provide just for a recipient to furnish that information. For in- 
stance, in the fragment below, B's enquiry into whether  the school is 
open references climatic conditions which put that in doubt. She 
thereby displays a lack of  knowledge with regard to an item of  infor- 
mation and provides for it to be subsequently filled-in; the conversation 
can then begin to move towards termination. 

(4) (JG(I)S: X16) 
A : Hello Hillcrest High School. 
B : Yes is Hillcrest going to be open today? 
A : We don' t  know yet  uh Mrs Rodgers just came in an' 

she's goin t tell us (if) we're gonna have (a) school 
or not. 

B • Well this is r 
A • LWe are going to have a school ma'am 
B : You are. 
A : Yes. 
B : Okay fine cause I 'm waiting for the bus service and 

apparently she's a little late too. 
A : Okay. 
B • Thank you  F bye bye. 
A • L (You're welcome). 
A : Bye bye. 

Whilst itemised news enquiries also display some lack of, or gap in 
information, and do relevance a recipient furnishing this, they also 
provide for a recipient to do more. It is in this respect that itemised 



news enquiries take the form of  enquiries which are, indeed, oriented 
to n e w s .  It seems that itemised news enquiries may take at least three 
forms which provide for a recipient to do more than just fill some 
knowledge vacuum. 

First, as with examples (1), (2), and (3 )p resen ted  above, itemised 
news enquiries may be structured as requests to be brought up to date 
on developments concerning an ongoing recipient-related activity or 
circumstance, and are oriented to finding out  about  the latest develop- 
ments, the latest news about  the activity or circumstance. 

In example (1) Shirley displays that she knows that Geri has a rela- 
tionship with Dana but  she also displays herself as wanting to know 
about  the current 'state of  play'. In example (2) Jenny displays that 
she knows that Ida is expecting some furniture and that she is enquiring 
into the latest news on its delivery date. In example (3) Sheila displays 
that she knows that John is waiting to hear about  some event and that 
she wants to know about  developments on that front. In all three of  
the fragments the itemised news enquiries provide for the recipients to 
tell their latest news about  a referenced, ongoing activity or circum- 
stance and not  to just fill in some knowledge gap. 

A second way in which itemised news enquiries are structured is as 
solicitous enquiries into troubles which recipients are known to have. ~ 

(5) (NB:I:6: 13) 

. . .) .  

Clara 
Agnes 
Agnes 

Clara 
Clara 

: I w's jist washin the dishes• 
: Yeah, 
: Wir jis - cleanin up here too. 

(O.4) 
: How' r  you  - 
: How's  ye t  foot. ? 

(6) (Rahman:II :2)  
Ida 
Jenny 
Jenny 
Ida 
Jenny 

Ida 
Jenny 

• u - Verra's awri:ght is she:?= 
' -- eYes she's fine eh I _popped (doa:n) lah's night• = 
• 

• h" thaht 's good• She's awri F ght, 
• L f ' r  awhile, 

• uh __Mathew came with me, s:o m 
I 

K,,.. ee Yeah. 
• .hh so that wz it -h __How's De:z anyway• 



(7) (Heritage: 01 : 18:4) 
Jane • Ah've go____tta ru(h)un, 

(.) 
Ilene • Awright, 
Jane • .hh Okay< How'r  you  feeling 

A solicitous enquiry references a known trouble. This contrasts with 
enquiries into personal states - such as "How are you"  - which do not  
presume a trouble. Sacks (1973) has described how these may receive 
just minimal 'value state descriptors'. It can be proposed that  a distinc- 
tion between the two types o f  enquiries is oriented to by their recip- 
ients, as an enquiry into a personal state need occasion no more than 
a minimal value state descriptor, but a solicitous enquiry provides the 
sequential occasion to do more in terms of  the recipient telling the 
latest news about their referenced trouble. 

In example (5) above, Clara makes a solicitous enquiry by aiming 
at a trouble she knows Agnes has, and by so doing she relevances any 
up-date on its progres s. In example (6) it turns out  that  Dez has hur t  
his back. 

(6) (Rahrnan:I1:3) 
Ida • w 0 2  - ih - Ye-s his b ahck hahs been muuch  bet ter  

the lahs' two: da 'ys?  = 

Jenny,  by making her initial enquiry, similarly provides for Ida to tell 
any latest news about Dez and his trouble. Again, in example (7) it 
transpires that  Ilene was 'looking white'. 

(7) (Heritage:01 • 18:5) 
Jane • Y'r no [-t ih: y ' r  not  white anymoh .hh! 

Jane, through checking out Ilene's progress, also relevances Ilene 
telling the latest on the trouble. In all o f  these examples the current 
speaker provides the sequential occasion for the recipient to tell what is 
new about an ongoing trouble: the latest news. 

A third form that itemised news enquiries into a recipient-related 
activity or circumstance may take does not  so much have to do with 
knowledge of  a newsworthy event as with the two other  forms, but  
is, instead, concerned with knowledge of  a recipient-related activity 
which is oriented to as news generational. The current speaker orients 
to the recipient-related activity or circumstance marked in the enquiry 
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as possibly news generational but  does not  display any knowledge o f  a 
particular newsworthy item. Accordingly, this form of  itemised news 
enquiry may  relevance the telling o f  any news which could derive from 
out of  the activity, i f  there is news to tell. 

In example (8) below, Agnes' enquiry does not  display knowledge of 
a particular newsworthy item but offers a recipient-related activity, 
Portia's work at the restaurant, as a context  from out  of  which she can 
generate someth ing  to report. Similarly, in example (9), Maggie offers 
a recipient-related activity - again work - as a context  for news 
generation. 8 

(8) (NB :II :3 
Portia : 
Portia : 
Agnes : 
Agnes : 
Agnes : 
Agnes : 
Portia : 
Portia : 
Agnes : 

-~ Agnes : 

:8) 
How come yih didn' t  stay? 
OH ih w'zis F too hot  huh, 

L O h :  : there - 
Jus' too hot  Portia, an'it was u h -  
Oh I don '  know, 
Yih git kinda tahrd o f -  big kloojie buncha people, 
Yea:h. 
Uh. huh 
.hhhhhmhhh 
How's ev'rything et the rest 'rantee? 

(9) ( JG:6 :8 :2 -3 )  
Lawrence : Yea:h. Well ya haven't  got a steady boyfriend 

either, have ya 
Maggie : -hh No:. Not really 
Lawrence : N'ahh well anyway I thought  maybe I'd give you 

a call. 
Maggie : "h What 'ave you been up to? 

(0.5) 
Lawrence : We : 11 'uv about the same thing. One thing 

anoth - e r .  I sh' 
L Ya still in the real estate business, C Maggie • 

Lawrence? 

In the next  extract,  (10), Maggie shifts away from Lawrence's invi- 
tation. She implicates his circumstances by asking after, some members 
of  his family and she thereby provides for the generation of  news re- 
garding them. 
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(10) (JG:6:8:2)  
Lawrence • 

Maggie • 
Maggie • 

Well I 'm up to calling you  to see if I ken 
see you  an have some fun with you  again 
(maybe)  
AHhh ha ha ha ha ha 
• hh Sounds delightful. How's  your  sister 
an her husband? 

All three ways in which itemised news enquiries may be structured 
are aimed at a recipient-related activity or circumstance about  which 
it is proposed that there may be 'things to tell'. In so doing they occa- 
sion the relevancy of  doing more than just  filling in some gap in speak- 
er's knowledge. The recipients o f  itemised news enquiries may con- 
struct their turns under the auspices of  the relevancy to produce talk 
on a proposed newsworthy item, or they may produce an appropriate 
newsworthy item projected by the itemised news enquiry. Thus, they 
can provide the latest news about  an ongoing activity or  circumstance, 
give a progress report on a trouble, and generate news from out  o f  a 
furnished context .  This can be seen in the responses to the itemised 
news enquiries presented below. 

(1) (F ranke l :TC: l : l :23 )  
Shirley • D'yih talk tih Dana this week? 
Geri • .hhh Yeh I talk 'tih Dana uh: :m (0.4) . tch 

k .hh(0 .4 )  o uh: :m o 

(0.5) Monday night I gue: ss. 

(2) (Rahman:II :5)  
Jenny " _When uh you  gettin yer: ~' dinin_._gg room suite? 

-~ Ida • Well not  ye: t ,  i-eh we ca:Ued, lahst wee:k.h. 

(5) (NB:I:6:13)  
Clara • 
Agnes • 

How's  yer  foot? 
Oh it 's healing beautif ' l ly] 

(6) (Rahman:II :2)  
Jenny : =.hh so that  wz it -h How's  De : z anyway? 

( . )  

Ida : Yes he's eh'ee: 'ee went  for iz eksh ra_y:s, on 
_Fri:da:_y? 
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(8) (NB:II:3:8) 
Agnes • 
Portia • 

How's ev'rything at the re_.sst'rantee. 
• hh uh- Gee we were really b_.usy las' night ill 
was like summer.  

(10) (JG:6:8:2) 
Maggie • 

-~ Lawrence • 
. . .>  

....> 

.--> 

.--> 

. - ) .  

AHhh ha ha ha ha ha .hh Sounds delightful. 
How's your  siste__yr an i-her husband? 

t_ Oh t 'che. Well as a mat ter  
fact uh ill Dawn is alright. She had a very 
very bad cold the lahst month.  An Charlie is: 
had a very serious operation. Surgery on the 
gal, ga'l bladder. But I guess he's alright. 
But .hhh at his age maybe it's little 
roughhh. 

These responses have a common feature: they take an elaborated 
form. This is, itself, responsive to the sequential relevance occasioned 
by the itemised news enquiry for telling more than would just fill in an 
enquirer's gap in knowledge. The responsiveness can be seen to operate 
for each of  the ways in which an itemised news enquiry may be struc- 
tured. 

Itemised news enquiries which are oriented to the latest news about a 
recipient-related ongoing event or circumstance may receive an elabo- 
rated response. In the examples which follow, (1 ) and  (2), the speakers 
begin by satisfying the constraint that an enquiry may place upon next  
turn to fill in some knowledge gap. Thus Geri begins by minimally 
answering the enquiry - " -hhh Yeh"  - as does Ida - "Well not  _ye:t". 
However, such replies would not  be responsive to the relevance, occa- 
sioned by the prior turn, to tell the latest news. Their elaborated re- 
plies are. 

(1) (Frankel :TC:l  : 1:23) 
Geri • .hhh Yeh I talk' tih Dana ih: :m (0.4) -tch • k 

• hh (0,4) °uh:  :m ° (0.5) Monday night I 
~e "SS. 

(2) (Rahman: II: 5) 
Ida • Well no t  ye: t ,  i-eh we ca:lied, lahst wee:k .h  

w 
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For the cases of solicitously structured news enquiries a minimal 
reply would only be a response to the enquiry constraint of com- 
plementing partial knowledge, and would not be a response to the 
relevance projected by the news enquiry to provide a progress report. 
An elaborated response, however, does attend to that relevance. In the 
following two examples, (5) and (6), Agnes and Ida index that they 
are providing a progress report in their elaborated response. In the 
first example Agnes casts her response as on ongoing report - ,healing" 
- and marks its newsworthiness with "Oh". 9 In the second example 
Ida begins with a minimal response - "Yes" - which again satisfies 
the constraint to fill in a knowledge gap, but she then elaborates her 
response. 

(5) (NB:I:6:13) 
Agnes • Oh it's healing beautif'lly. 

(6) (Rahman :II :2) 
Ida • Yes he's eh'ee: 'ee went for iz e ksh ra_y: s on 

Fri:da:_y? 

An elaborated response would comply with the relevance to tell any 
news that is occasioned by the third way in which itemised news en- 
quiries may be structured. In fragment (8) below, Portia selects 'how 
busy the restaurant was the night before' as something to tell Agnes, 
and marks it as newsworthy by referring to its interest in that it was 
"like summer". Lawrence in the second example (10) responds elabo- 
rately by bringing his co-participant up to date on Dawn and Charlie. 

( 8 )  (NB:II:3:8) 
Portia • • hh uh-Gee we were really busy las'night ih 

was like summer. 

(10) (JG:6:8:2) 
Lawrence: Well as a matter fact uh ih Dawn is alright. 

She had a very very bad cold the lahst month. 
An Charlie is:had a very serious operation. 
Surgery on the gal, g'll bladder. But I 
guess he's alright. But .hhh at his age 
maybe it's little roughhh. 
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The responses to the itemised news enquiries presented originally, 
(1), (2), (5), (8), and (10), display a second common feature which is, 
as will be discussed shortly, pertinent for beginning a topic: they are 
all oriented to further sequential development of the newsworthy 
material. This is done by presenting the news as recognisably incom- 
plete. Thus, although Geft (1) responds elaborately by telling the 
latest bit of news, there is, nevertheless, more to be told than is actually 
told. Ida (2) does not tell, for example, what happened when she called. 
Agnes (5) can talk on her remarkable recovery, Ida (6) does not indi- 
cate what the results of the "_eksh ray: s" were, Portia (8) does not, for 
instance, offer any explanation as to why the restaurant was "busy", 
and Lawrence (9) could elaborate on Charlie's condition. 

Next speakers may continue to talk to the news by either addressing 
its incompleteness or by using 'continuation markers'. 1° , objects such 
as "Yeah", "uh huh", and "Mm Hm", which provide the sequential 
opportunity for continuation by the recipient. Thus, just to take three 
of the examples, Shirley (1) directly addresses the issue that more 
could be told than has been already, with an enquiry into Dana's per- 
sonal state, Jenny (6) orients to Ida's progress report with the use of 
a continuation marker that provides the sequential opportunity for 
Ida to tell more news and indicates Jenny's willingness to hear more 
news, and Maggie (10) in assessing Charlie's condition affords Lawrence 
the opportunity to comment further. 

(1) (Frankel :TC: 1 : 1 : 23) 
Shirley • D'yih talk tih Dana this week? 
Geri : -hhh Yeh I talk 'tih Dana uh: :m (0.4) .tch 

• k .hh (0.4) Ouh: :m ° (0.5) Monday night 
I gue:ss. 

....> 

(6) 

Shirley • .hh uhm how is he? 

(Rahman:II :2-3)  
Jenny : .hh so that wz it -h How's De:z any__way? 

(.) 
Ida • Yes he's eh'ee: 'ee _went for iz e_ksh ra_y:s, o_.0.n 

Eft:day? 
Jenny : eeYe:s:,  
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(10) (JG:6:8:3) 
Maggie 
Lawrence • 

-+ Maggie • 

• How's your sister an [-her husband? 
t__ Oh t 'che well as a matter 

fact uh  ih Dawn is alright. She had a very 
very bad cold the lahst month.  An Charlie is: 
had a very serious operation. Surgery on the 
gal, g'll bladder. But I guess he's alright. 
But .hhh at his age maybe it's little roughhh 
No more wild game hunting 'uh. 

In the introduction two features were noted which are characteristic 
of  a topic which is started in the sequential environment in which topic 
is not, as a systematic matter, organised to flow from out of  prior topic. 
It was observed, first, that it is done interactionaUy and that the topic is 
produced mutually, and second, that the sequence of  talk which be- 
gins the topic does so, in part, by virtue of its ability to receive ex- 
tended talk. The sequence of iternised news enquiry followed by an 
elaborated response that commences to tell the news can be used to 
begin a topic in the previously noted sequential environments as it may 
also satisfy these two features for starting a topic which is disjunct from 
prior topic(s). This can be shown for each of the two features. 

Itemised news enquiries relevance the presentation of a facet of  a 
recipient-related activity or circumstance, and in this regard current 
speaker is oriented to receiving talk on that item. That is, current 
speaker makes a sequential commitment  to the object of the news 
enquiry. 

Itemised news enquiries also provide the occasion for an elaborated 
response. Should an elaborated response be produced in next turn the 
recipient of  the itemised news enquiry also displays an orientation to 
talk on the item of  the enquiry in as much as the recipient is not  only 
talking to the item but  is also, since elaborated responses provide the 
sequential opportunity for further talk on the item of  news, oriented 
to receiving further talk on the item. The recipient of  an itemised news 
enquiry, then, can also make a sequential commitment  to talk on the 
object of  the itemised news enquiry. In two turns at talk speakers can 
display a mutual  orientation to, and availability for, talk on the item. 

Itemised news enquiries as a sequence type also realise the second 
feature pertinent to beginning a topic which is disjunct from prior 
topic(s): they are capable of initiating extended talk on an item. This 
can be highlighted by briefly considering the operation of  an enquiry 
oriented to just f'filing in a knowledge gap. Such enquiries may be struc- 
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tured in such a way that conversationalists may project, roughly, in 
advance of its production where an end to talk on the item of the 
enquiry could possibly be. 11 In example (4) concerning the enquiry 
into whether or not the school would be open it is possible for the 
interactants to, roughly, project from the enquiry a trajectory for the 
course of the interaction. 

(4) (JG:(I)S: X16) 
A : Hello HiUcrest High School. 
B : Yes :,s Hillcrest going to be open today? 

Having tabled the enquiry as the object of the interaction, then 
following the eventual response and answer to the enquiry, it is pos- 
sible for interactants to find that with the object of the interaction 
being concluded, t h e  interaction may also be concluded. This can be 
seen, generally, further on in this conversation. B does introduce some 
material that could be made topical - "cause I'm waiting for the bus 
service and apparently she's a little late too". In this respect B's re- 
sponse - "Okay" -- might seem an inappropriate one to the news that 
she has just been given. However, it can be oriented to as an appropriate 
one in terms of the sequence initiated by the knowledge-gap enquiry, 
and A can accept the appropriateness of this response under the aus- 
pices of that enquiry which provides for the given response as relevant. 
Even where possibly topicalisable material is introduced, the con- 
straint of a knowledge-gap enquiry can result in non-topicalisation. 

(4) (JG: (I)S: X16) 
A : Hello Hillcrest High School 
B : Yes is HiUcrest going to be open today? 
A : We don't know yet uh Mrs Rodgers . . . .  

A : We are going to have a school ma'am. 
B : You are. 
A : Yes. 
B : Okay fine cause I'm waiting for the bus service and 

apparently she's a little late too. 
A : Okay. 

bye bye. B • Thank your -  
/ (You're welcome). 

A : Bye bye. 
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In contrast, itemised news enquiries are oriented to receiving 'things 
to tell' about  a particular newsworthy item, the details of  which are 
proposed by the itemised news enquiry itself, as being unknown to the 
enquirer. Accordingly, it is not  possible to project, even roughly, a 
trajectory for the conversation. Due to the design of  the itemised news 
enquiry the current  speaker is not  in a position to know what news 
might be received and what that  might subsequently relevance. 

This feature is preserved by an elaborated response. Such a response, 
as described previously, is designed to permit further talk on the latest 
news about the furnished item. Thus, talk on an item of  news by the 
recipient of  an itemised news enquiry is not  offered as the end of  the 
talk on that item, and further talk is the active possibility. 

Consequently, the sequence, because of  the design of  an itemised 
news enquiry and the design of  an elaborated response, does not  just 
talk on the i tem of  news carried in the two turns but, indeed, specifical- 
ly creates the sequential conditions for extended talk; the sequence is 
designed to begin a topic. Following, are the examples which have been 
considered above, tracked through a number  of  turns past the two-turn 
sequence that has hitherto been examined. It can be noted for each one 
that the i tem of  news carried in the two turns is preserved in the sub- 
sequent talk, and, that  the topic of  that talk is begun in those two 
turns. 

(1) (Frankel:TC: 1:1:23) 
Shirley • D'yih talk tih Dana this week? 
Geri • .hhh Yeh I talk 'tih Dana uh: :m (0.4) • tch 

• k .hh (0.4) °uh: :m ° (0.5) Monday night I 
guel- :ss. 

Shirley: l--hhhh Joey c_heck the macaroni wouldjeh? 
(.) 

Shirley • .hh Uhm how is he? 
Geri : (Well) he_'s fi :ne [ (yeh), 
Shirley • - LSS- 
Geri • Yih know he's n o : w  ( .)  in (0.2) competition, 

.hhh= 

(2) (Rahman: II: 5) 
Jenny • When ih you gettin yer: 1' dining room suite? 
Ida • Well not  _ye:t, i -eh we c_a:lled.T~__st wee :k .h  
Jenny : e Ye I- : s, 
Ida • /O(But )  Jenny:  o ey" less 'ope it 
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J e n n y  • 

(5) (NB:I :6 :13)  
Clara : 
Agnes : 
Clara : 
Agnes : 

Clara • 

Clara • 

doesn ' t  com ferr  a (h)no th ih  two mu_uu:nths, 
(W'I then) ah t hough t  chu sid _Fe:b_ery:. tha t  wz 
(why: )  

How's  yer  foot .  ? 
Oh it 's healing beaut i f ' l ly!  

G o o f E d .  
t_ The o ther  one m a y  h a f t u h  come off ,  on the 

o ther  toe  I 've got  it  in that .  
But  it 's no t  infec__tid. 

(0.4) 
Why 'onche  use s 'm s tu f f  on  it. 

(6) ( R a h m a n : I I : 2 - 3 )  
J e n n y  • .hh so t ha t  wz it .h How's  De:z anyway .  

(.) 
Ida • Yes he 's  eh'ee:w_ent for  iz eksh ray:s ,  o_nn 

Fri:da_y? 
J e n n y  • ee Ye-s ,  
Ida • And  eh e-we ' re  wai teen fuh  the  rresu-l ts ,  now 'e  

hast ih go t ih the  doctor ' s  on Monday  ferr 
(a) sick n u h l t e ?  

J e n n y  • M m : ?  

(8) (NB:I I :3 :8)  
Agnes • 
Port ia  • 

Agnes • 
Port ia  • 
Agnes • 

(10) ( JG:6 :8 :2 )  
Maggie • 

Lawrence  : 
Lawrence  : 

How's  ev,rything et  the re_sst'rantee. 
• hh  uh -Gee  we were really bu___sy las 'night  ih 
was like summer.  
Was it,  
Ma:n  Go :d  
• h h I  bet  i t  was what .  I t  w u h - m u s t a  been,  - 
ih was so h o t ' n  this boss . . . . .  

AH_hh ha  ha  ha  ha  ha  .hh Sounds delightful.  
How's  y o u r  sister an [- her  husb_and? 

L O h  t ' che  
Well as a m a t t e r  fact  uh  ih D a w n  is alright. 
She had  a very very bad cold the last mo n t h .  
An  Charlie is :had a very serious operat ion.  
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Maggie 
Lawrence : 
Maggie : 

Lawrence : 

Surgery on the gal, g'll bladder. But I guess 
he's alright. But .hhh at his age maybe it's 
little roughhh. 
No more wild game hunting 'uh? 
No. No more. No. 
Mmm now 'at must be awful for a man who's been 
so active. 
Well no he's, he's, he's alright . . . .  

It was pointed out previously that this form of topic beginning pre- 
serves an orientation to the mutual and interactional start of a topic, 
and that this is a feature of  topic generation in the sorts of sequential 
environments considered here. The recipients of itemised news en- 
quiries collaborate in the start of a topic by producing their talk under 
the auspices of the two relevancies occasioned by the itemised news en- 
quiry. However, although the sequential relevancy projected for the 
next speakers by the itemised news enquiry is a collaboration in the 
start of a topic, a recipient may not construct their turns in com- 
pfiance with this projection but may begin a move that could pos- 
sibly curtail the development of talk on that news. One way in which 
the next speaker may do this is to construct the turn under the in- 
fluence of only one of  the sequential relevancies which has been estab- 
fished for the next turn by the itemised news enquiry. Recipients of 
itemised news enquiries may produce only a minimal response which 
orients to riffling in a gap in the prior speaker's knowledge but which 
does not  also orient to the relevance of providing 'things to tell', or 
they may give an elaborated response but, again, one that does not 
provide 'things to tell' and only fills in a knowledge gap. 

In examples (11), (12) and (13) which follow, the recipients of  the 
itemised news enquiries treat them as 'personal state enquiries' by 
answering them with a personal state declaration. Even though in 
examples (11) and (12) the personal state declarations are elaborated, 
they do not  provide any form of  progress report, and the speakers do 
not  produce their talk in accord with the sequential relevancy, pro- 
jected by the prior turn, to present the progress report. Thus such 
responses may possibly move to curtailing the production of the 
topic because they too do not  actively provide material designed to 
take extended talk on the news. 
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(11) (Goodwin:91:1-2) 
A • How's Tina doin. 

(.) 
-~ B " Oh she 'sdoingoo:d.  

(12) (Heritage :OI: 18:4-5) 
J • How'r you feeling. 

-~ I • f O h l f e e l f  fine. 

(13) (Frankel:QC:1:2) 
L • How you feelin Mahrge= 
M • = Oh fi:ne. 

In the next fragment, (14), Nancy's reference to the mail implicates 
an event that she considers is potentially newsworthy, that is, Hyla 
receiving a letter from someone she would like to contact her. Clearly, 
Nancy's interest is not, simply, in the information. She wants more 
than a knowledge gap filling in and she provides the sequential op- 
portunity for Hyla to go on to tell any news that is implicated in 
getting the mail. However, Hyla does not orient to this aspect of 
Nancy's enquiry, and she responds minimally under the auspices of 
answering only the informational aspect of Nancy's enquiry. This 
response provides the sequential resources whereby Nancy can orient 
to Hyla's response as not wanting to produce talk on that topic, and she 
then marks that she understands the topic to be problematic for Hyla 
with "Sorry I brought it uhhhp". 12 

(14) (HG:II:22) 
Nancy 
Hyla 

Nancy 
Hyla 
Nancy 
Hyla 

Nancy 
Hyla 

q ( ) didju get th' mail ~t'day-2 Y?] 
[ - I t ' s a c ' n s  - ~ p i r  L a c y - a g 3  ~a i (hh )ns t  

m(h)e, 
(.) 

: Didja a'ready get the mai:l,= 
: = .hhh Yes, hh-hh-h I- h, 
: L Oh, hhhmhh F hh 
: L hh-hh 

(.) 
: Sorry I brought it uhhhp. 
: Yeah, 
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In section IV of  this examination, turns which follow possible 
topic curtailing moves will be considered in relation to a further ac- 
tivity, the pursuit of  topic. For the moment ,  though, it can be noted 
that itemised news enquiries may orient to beginning a topic in an 
interactional and mutual  manner. The described sequence is designed 
to establish the warrant for talking on an item of  news which is deemed 
to be known about by the recipient of  the itemised news enquiry, and, 
furthermore,  it is an item of  news which the sequence initial turn draws 
forth. 

III News announcements  

News announcements  may also start a topic where topics are not  or- 
ganised so as to flow from one to another. 13 This can be observed in 
the three extracts which follow and, as with the examination of  item- 
ised news enquiries, some features of  the news announcement  sequence 
can be described as a resource with which to examine how the sequence 
operates to organise a topic beginning. 14 

(15) (Frankel:TC: 1 : 1 : 1) 
Geri 
Shirley : 
Geri 
(Shirley) : 
Shirley : 

Howyih d__oin.h 
Okay how'r_you 

• ght, 
O__h_h alri: [ ( : fihhhhh) 

Uh:m yer  mother  met  Mi___chael las'night. 

(16) 

E 

(Heritage:III • 1 "5:3) 
Joan • becuz (0.3) ( ) like my feet. Because I 

went t 'get those injections ( ), the 
( ) injections, en in one day my: fee t  
were:uh: :do:wn. 

Edge r ton"  Yah, 
Joan • ( ), they  were do:wn. 
E d g e r t o n -  Yah, 
Joan • En heauh you  see ( ) 
Edgerton : OMhm,O 
Joan • Oh, well ( ). 
Edgerton • Now l__ook ( . )  im-uh Ile_ne has just pushed a note 

in front 'v my  fa :__ce, 
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(17) (W:PC: 1 :MJ(1):21) 
Jenny : . . . .  be et school. 
Marian " n:NQ::,hhN___o [ they wo ' :n ' t .=  
Jenny • L( ) 
Jenny • =when the :y want to g o :  Fbec'ss u h:, 
Marian • - [- - -  Nao: ] LNo:, 

(0.5) 
Jenny : Anyway .  
Marian • i [-Ye:s, .h 
Jenny • t.Ani--ta c ame :  u oh: they oll came over 

all'v them= 

Unlike itemised news enquiries which enquire into an activity or cir- 
cumstance, the above news announcements  report  on an activity; for 
example, Geri's mother  meeting Michael (15), Edgerton receiving a 
note (16), and Anita visiting (1 7). The announcement ,  structured as an 
activity report,  displays three characteristic features, which will be 
seen to have particular sequential relevancies for next  turn. First, the 
activity reported is speaker-related, as opposed to being recipient- 
related as it is in itemised news enquiries. It is current speaker who in 
some way displays first-hand knowledge of  the activity. So for example, 
it is Shirley who knows that mother  has met  Michael (15), Edgerton 
who has received the note (16) and Jenny who has been visited (16). 

Second, whilst the activity reported is speaker-related it contains 
components  which display that, the current speaker orients to the 
recipient as having some knowledge of  aspects o f  the report. In exam- 
ples (15), (16), and (17) above, current speakers orient to the recipients 
as knowing the third parties who figure in the activity report  by using 
their christian names as the sole reference tenn.  is 

Since the activity report is structured to display that the activity 
involved the speaker first-hand, it proposes that a recipient does not  
know about the activity being reported, or at least that the recipient 
is known to have not  been involved. However, because current  speakers 
also propose that the recipients know the principals of  the report, 
they further orient to the recipients as candidates for hearing the news 
about  the persons whom they know. This news is something that cur- 
rent speakers are able to tell because o f  their first-hand knowledge. 

The third feature which is characteristic of  news announcements  
structured as activity reports is that they are produced as partial re- 
ports. That  is, there is more that could be told than is actually told in 
the activity report. For  instance, in fragment (15), such things as where 
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and how mother  met  Michael, what happened, etc., are available 
to be told, whilst in example (16) what the note is remains untold, and 
in example (17) Jenny does not  indicate what they  did and said, how 
things went,  etc. 

The activity report, thus, selectively presents aspects of  the activity 
whilst projecting that there is more which could be told. Therefore, 
these announcements  do not, in themselves, constitute 'news deliveries', 
but  rather 'headline' news which, following an appropriate response 
(as will be detailed above), may then be delivered. 

These three features of  news announcements project particular se- 
quential relevancies for the next  turn. Since the news announcement  
'headlines' the news about which there is more to tell, it offers that 
news as available to be told; that is, as available for delivery in some 
further  turns at talk. However, since current speaker in making a news 
announcement  orients to next speaker as being deficient with respect 
to the available news, and should this deficiency indeed be the case, 
a recipient cannot contribute to telling the news, nor fill in the, as yet,  
untold details of  t h e  news. Furthermore,  the news announcer  has 
oriented to the next  speaker as a candidate for hearing the news. Re- 
cipients of  news announcements may design their turns under the 
auspices of  these relevancies and testify to their candidacy as recipients 
of  news. 

They may do this by providing the sequential opportuni ty for the 
news announcer  to go on and develop talk on the activity reported in 
the news announcement ,  that is, to elaborate on the news. Next speak- 
ers may use items that relevance talk on the reported activity. These 
are topically embedded in the prior turn and do not, themselves, elabo- 
rate on the news. This is consistent with the news announcer 's orienta- 
tion to the recipient as not  possessing the news. Next turns may thus 
topicalise that news. That  is to say, they provide the sequential occa- 
sion to now talk to, and elaborate upon the news. 

(16) (Heritage: III: 1 : 5: 3) 
Edgerton • Now 1._ook ( . )  im-uh Ile_ne has just pushed a note 

in front 'v my  fa:ce,  
Joan • Ye:s? 

(17) (W:PC:I :M J:(1):21) 
Jenny • Ani: ta  came: u oh: they  o1__1 

came E over a l l ' v  qthem = 
Marian • Fer EastuhD 
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Jenny • =o:n - u h  ( ). 
Joan • k_Did the : :y ,  Oh: good :d . .hh  

(18) 

. . .) .  

(Heritage:V:2:6:3) 
Ilene : I 've jus '  got u - I've jus '  been getting suh-uh 

buying uh doing my  shoppin:g  
Joyce  • You ha :ve  

With the product ion o f  the topicalising response a warrant is estab- 
fished for the news announcer to go on in next  turn and elaborate on 
their previously announced news. This can be seen in the continuation 
of  the above extracts. 

(16) (Heritage: III: 1 : 5: 3) 
Joan • Ye:s?  

(0,3) 
Edgerton • Ten  pou :-nds,  

(17) W:P:C:I :MS(I):21) 
Marion " Did the : :y ,  Oh: good:d,  f- .hh 
Jenny • L Eh 

(.) 
Jenny • Juus  (0.2) came 'e_uhr for a cuup a't_ea in the 

a_hftinoon. 

(18) (Heri tage:V:2:6:3)  
Joyce  • You ha_:ve 
Ilene • An'  getting the various bits o f  b_iscuits'n s tuff  

in. 

The turns to talk that  constitute the news announcement  sequence 
like itemised news enquiry sequences, may  be used to begin a topic. 
They,  too,  are designed to begin talk on a topic in a mutual  and inter- 
actional way, and they too,  are capable o f  generating talk which carries 
the news item over an extended course of  conversation. Both of  these 
aspects can be elaborated upon. 

News announcements  only headline news and are designed to receive 
a response which will provide the sequential oppor tuni ty  to go on and 
fill in the news. Accordingly, for that oppor tuni ty  to be occasioned, 
both participants are involved in the product ion of  the sequential posi- 
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tion which is to be occupied with material on the newsworthy item. 
The design of  a news announcement  sequence is, thus, capable of  
interactionally and mutually beginning a topic. 

News announcement  sequences are also designed to receive extended 
talk on the material they carry. The news announcement  proposes that  
there is more to tell about the item, and actively provides for a re- 
sponse from a recipient that  will provide the sequential opportunity to 
tell more. Again, the news announcement  sequence may be used for 
beginning a topic because, as a sequence of  talk, it provides the occa- 
sion to produce extended talk on the item of  news. 

Whilst a topicalising response provides the sequential opportuni ty 
for the original news announcer to now go on and elaborate on the 
news it is, nevertheless, a recurrent observation that they may not ela- 
borate in the manner  that was observed in examples (16), (17), and 
(18), but  that rather they may produce an item which only confirms 
the previously delivered news. 

(19) (Rahman:B: 1 :JMA (13):4) 

AnnJenny ." .hhheh u-hOh:_ deah "hhh I [ went  (Ho:peless.)r°und lahs' = 

Jenny • = night cuz Ida'd got huhr fuhr: :niture so she'd 
rung me up t '  say 

Ann • [- Oh hahs she. 
Jenny • Mm'"  

(20) (FD:Finger: 1) 
B • O h  I_ got hurt  a li'l bit las' night 
C • Yo__u.u did. 

-~ B • Yeah, 

(21) (Goodwin :9 l(b): 3) 
J : Terry is got the ki:ds, 

(0.3) 
A : fTerry  doe:s, 
J : Yep 

In these instances it would appear that the news announcer  is con- 
forming that there is news and is thereby displaying an orientation to 
the prior speaker as having been in receipt of  delivered news. However, 
as was just noted,  the recipient's response to the news announcement  is 
located topically in the prior turn and permits topical development. 
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Therefore the news announcer in only confirming the previously an- 
nounced news may make a move that could possibly curtail continua- 
tion of the topic because the news announcer does not provide further 
material for the recipient to talk to. Thus by not elaborating on the 
news the news announcer has not provided a resource for further talk 
on that news and this may possibly curtail the development of the 
topic. 

A question can, consequently, be posed: what might the news an- 
nouncer be doing by not elaborating upon the news given the sought 
after sequential opportunity to do that? Further, what sort of activity 
may the recipient of  the possibly curtailing move engage in? These two 
questions will be carried over into the next section and will inform part 
of the consideration of 'topic pursuit'. 

IV In pursuit of topic 

The sequences of itemised news enquiries and news announcements, 
together with the topic initial elicitor sequence, furnish conversa- 
tionalists with at least three ways in which a topic that is disjunct 
from prior topic(s) may be produced in sequential environments 
where topics do not flow from one to another. It has been observed 
here, however, for itemised news enquiries and news announcements, 
that moves which may possibly curtail the production of topic may 
be made, and it was previously observed (Button and Casey 1984) 
that a possible curtailment move could also occur in response to a 
topic initial eficitor where a recipient produced a no-news report. 

Such possible curtailing moves do not, though, entail that inter- 
actants halt attempts to generate a topic, and it can readily be found 
that following possible curtailing moves attempts to pursue a topic 
may be made. Topic pursuit may be done by using one or other of the 
three sequence types' initial turns. Thus, in example (22) below the 
possible curtailment of an attempt to generate topic initiated by a 
topic initial elicitor is followed by an itemised news enquiry. In exam- 
ple (20) the possible curtailment of a topic initiated by a news an- 
nouncement is also followed by an itemised news enquiry, whilst in 
example (11) the possible curtailment of topic production initiated by 
an itemised news enquiry is followed by, and this will be clarified sub- 
sequently, a news-recipient's version of a news announcement. 
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(22) (HG:II: 19) 
Nancy • What's doin 

(.) 
Hyla • aAh:, noth i:n:, 
Nancy • - -  [ Y'didn ' t  g o meet Grahame? 

(20) (FD:Finger: 1) 
B : O h I  got hurt  a li'l bit  las' night. 
C : You did. 
B : Yeah, 

-+ C : Wut' app'n tih you.  

(11) (Goodwin:91" 1 - 2 )  
A • How's  Tina doin 

(.) 
J " Oh she's doin goo:d. 

-+ A • Is s h e l h e a r d  she got divo:rc:ed.= 

The use of  one of  the sequence type initial turns to pursue topic 
production can be found to be systematically related to both  the 
original move to begin a topic and to the possible curtailing move, 
and thus it is fitted for the sequential position it occupies. At tempts  
to pursue topic product ion will be considered by  looking first at turns 
which follow a possible curtailment of  a topic initial elicitor, then at 
those which follow curtailed news announcements,  and, lastly, at 
those that come after curtailed itemised news enquiries. 

1. Curtailed Topic Initial Elicitors 

Below are two examples (23) and (24), of  no-news reports which are 
made in response to topic initial elicitors. In example (23) the recip- 
ient of  the no-news report at tempts to pursue the production of  topic 
using an itemised news enquiry, and in (24) the person who produces 
the no-news report  goes on to return a topic initial elicitor. 

(23) (JG:6:8:3)  
Maggie • 

Lawrence " 

Maggie • 

• h What 'ave you  been up to 
(0.5) 

We :U 'uv about  the same thing. One thing 
anothFer .  I sh' 

LYa still in the real estate business 
Lawrence? 
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(24) (NB:III:2:R(rd):2) 
F : W't's goin o : n 
J : Not mu : ch. Wuddiyuh know 

The itemised news enquiry and the returned topic initial elicitor can 
be seen to be systematically fitted for the respective positions which 
they occupy. Taking example (23) the itemised news enquiry preserves 
a feature of  the original topic elicitor by continuing to orient to recip- 
ient's news. However, it can now, in addition, increase the pressure to 
collaborate in beginning a topic because where the recipient of  a topic 
initial elicitor reports no-news, then, presenting the recipient with a 
possible newsworthy item which 'belongs' to them, and, furthermore, 
providing that speaker with a sequential place to tell more about the 
item offers a basis and an opportunity for the delivery of  a report. In 
example (23) Lawrence goes on to deliver a report concerning his real 
estate activities. 

(23) (JG:6:8:3) 
Maggie 
Lawrence : 

Maggie : 

Lawrence : 

: Ya still in the real estate business, Lawrence ? 
Wah e'uh no my dear heartuh ya know Max Rickler 
h: (0.3) .hhh uh with whom I've been 'sociated 
since I've been out here in Brentwood 
i-has had a series of  urn-bad experiences 
L Yeah 
uhh -hhh I guess he calls it a nervous 
breakdown .hhh 

This procedure can be put  to a particular use where beginning a 
topic coincides with the further activity of 'eliciting a due report'. 
In the following extracts, (22) and (25), Nancy and Agnes at tempt 
to initiate a topic with a topic initial elicitor, but both attempts are 
followed by a no-news report. Within the sequential vicinity of  the 
no-news report, and indeed contingent upon that report, each of  the 
initial speakers is now able to enquire into a particular item which 
was not  present in the original enquiry. 

(22) (HG:II: 1) 
Nancy : What's doin 

(.) 
Hyla : aAh:, n o t h r i : n :  , 7 

-~ Nancy : LY'didn ' t  g~ o meet Graha_m e? 



29 

(25) (NB:IV: 13:2) 
Agnes • What's new with you,  

(0.8) 
Portia • Nothing, 
Agnes • [-[-Yeh- 
Portia • l_k-really, 
Agnes • I-yih had Le__n_n down. 

Both of  these itemised news enquiries have an accusatory character, 
that is they formulate an issue in such a way that their recipients are 
held to be active and responsible for the indicated matter. Notice the 
contrast between "You didn't  go meet Grahame" and "What happened 
with Grahame", and between "I-yih had Len down" and "Len was 
down". The utilisation of the accusatory form means that each of  the 
recipients is held accountable for the matter formulated by the item- 
ised news enquiry. Furthermore, the occasion for the now itemised 
news enquiry is the prior absence of the report. That is, in the absence 
of a report, current speakers may use an itemised news enquiry to get 
to an issue they display as reportable. The recipients of  the itemised 
news enquiries are now given the opportunity to report on the matter 
for which they are held responsible. The enquirers are, consequently, 
eliciting a report which they display as being due to them. 

This sequence is produced through the same systematic procedure 
used in example (23). However, in that example the itemised news en- 
quiry offered the recipient a basis and opportunity for the delivery of 
a report, whereas in examples (22) and (25) the itemised news enquiry 
undercuts the grounds for the prior no-news report by providing news- 
worthy material where it had been proposed that there was none. In 
this manner it provides for a report as now being due. In the first in- 
stance Hyla continues by commencing just such a report, and in the 
second instance Portia eventually delivers news regarding Len, follow- 
ing Agnes's continued orientation to hearing news about Len being 
down. 

(22) (HG:II:I)  
Nancy 

Hyla 
Nancy 
Hyla 
Nancy ~ 

: What's doin, 
(.) 

• aAh:,__ nothi- i :n: ,  7 
• LY'didn't  gA o meet  Graha_me? 
: -pt -hhhhahh Well, I got ho ::me, = 
: = u-hu:h? 

(.) 
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Nancy • Ayu: : :n : :  -hh he hadn'  called yet  'n there weren' t  
any messages'r . . . . . . . . . . . .  

(25) (NB:IV: 13:2-3) 
Agnes • What's new with you,  

(0.8) 
Portia : Nothing, 
Agnes • [-[-Yeh- 
Portia • It-- really, 
Agnes : I -yih had Len down 
Portia : Yeah. 
Agnes • Yeah I saw iz car las' f- ( ) 
Portia • LYeah, His mother 's  real low. 

The procedure for eliciting a due report  may also coincide with be- 
ginning a topic. Whilst it is oriented to eliciting a due report  it can con- 
temporaneously constitute a topic for talk. The use o f  an itemised news 
enquiry may, consequently,  also pursue the production of  a topic, 
where the topic is one which the topic initial elicitor could have drawn 
forth. It is used systematically with relationship to the no-news report, 
being used in the face of  a no-news report  when, at least as far as the 
current  speaker is concerned, there is, in fact, some mat ter  to report. 
However, whereas in example (23) the topic that is eventually begun 
may or may not  have been the one which could have been possibly 
initiated in response to the topic initial elicitor, the particular topics 
which are pursued in examples (22) and (25) are ones now oriented 
to as the topics that  could have been initiated in response to the topic 
initial elicitor. In all cases though, the itemised news enquiry is system- 
aticaUy fitted and selected to pursue topic in a sequential environment 
in which topic generational moves made by a topic initial elicitor may  
possibly be curtailed. 

A returned topic initial elicitor may also be systematically fit ted for 
the position following on from a no-news report, as in the example be- 
low. 

(26) (NB:III:2:R(rd):2) 
J : Hello there. 

w 

(0.6) 
F : Hello:  

m 

J : Hello." hello. 
(0.4) 
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F : W't's goin o : n ,  
-~ J • Not m___u.:ch. Wuddi [- yih know, 

J's no-news report may curtail F's prior move which is oriented to 
the initiation of a possible topic. However, by going on to return a 
topic initial elicitor, J may display that although she is not  introducing 
a possible topic initial she is, nevertheless, oriented to the generation 
of a topic. J may then pursue topic generation although she declines 
to introduce a possible topic initial. This is sensitive both  to the origi- 
nal topic generational move, and to the no-news report. This is because 
a re tumed topic initial elicitor displays, like the first topic initial 
elicitor, an availability for continued talk, 16 and it also preserves a 
feature of the no-news report (that there is no news being reported) 
as it, too, does not  use speaker-related news to begin the topic. Rather, 
it places the onus for the possible initiation of  a topic on the person 
who made the first move to begin a topic. 

The returned topic initial elicitor is thus fitted for the place it oc- 
cupies following on from a no-news report. It still displays that the 
speaker is not introducing newsworthy material and it also orients to 
the prior speaker's proposal in their topic initial elicitor that they are 
not  introducing newsworthy material. This latter point  resides in the 
fact that the returned topic initial elicitor provides an occasion for 
the prior speaker to now introduce some possible newsworthy material 
though providing for that material to be down-graded in newsworthi- 
ness. 17 This is in keeping with the prior proposal made in the original 
topic initial elicitor that a speaker is not  introducing newsworthy mate- 
rial. 

So, following no-news responses to topic initial elicitors, topic pro- 
duction may be systematically pursued. However, the topic that is pur- 
sued may be oriented to in two different ways. The first orientation 
may be displayed by either an itemised news enquiry or by going on 
and returning a topic initial elicitor. It is where the topic pursuit in- 
troduces or generates that topic for the first time. Where a topic is 
introduced by an itemised news enquiry it provides a basis and op- 
portunity for the delivery of  a news report, and where a topic is gener- 
ated through a returned topic initial elicitor, it provides an opportunity 
to introduce anything that is possibly newsworthy. The second orienta- 
tion is dislayed where the production of a topic coincides with now 
eliciting a due report. Here an itemised news enquiry may be used, but  
it takes the form of an orientation to a particular item which the cur- 
rent speaker presents as one that the original topic initial elicitor could 
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have drawn forth. Here, then, the pursuit of  a topic may not  be orient- 
ed to broaching the topic for the first time but  is oriented to providing 
for talk on a topic which was being previously addressed, albeit, in- 
directly, by the prior topic initial elicitor. A question can now be 
posed: are there any methodic grounds for pursuing a topic's produc- 
tion in a way that displays one or another of  these two orientations? 

An answer to this question can be developed by first considering the 
following fragment. 

(27) (NB:III" 1 :,4) 
1. Fran • W h a d ' r y ' g u y s d o i n e t t h e b e a : : c h  
2. Ted • n : No" thin, hh 
3. (.) 
4. Fran • NO:the :" / - : in ,  
5. Ted • 1_ No::,  
6. (0.2) 

av'n. 7 7. Fran • Oh: good heF- 
8. Ted • L G et 'n J pi nk, 
9. (.)  

10. Ted • h h [ h n ,  hh-hnT--  
11. Fran • - F I u : h ?  2 
12. Ted • = .hh Gitt 'n i 'pi :nk,  
13. Fran : Wah thoughtchu weren't goin down tel nex 'seh-u- th '  
14. week eh:- ah mean the end a' the mo :n th .  

Fran's initial enquiry (line 1) is followed (line 2) by Ted's proposal 
that there is no-news concerning them being at the beach. Fran (line 4) 
recycles the no-news report and thereby presents Ted with his original 
no-news report to talk to. This recycle can operate as a possible 'chal- 
lenge' to Ted's no-news report by providing him with an opportuni ty to 
amend or elaborate upon his previous report. Ted (line 5) preserves the 
no-news report, which Fran (line 7) marks as surprising. Ted now intro- 
duces material pertinent to them being at the beach (lines 8 and 12). 
Following this, however, Fran (lines 13 and 14) reveals a possible re- 
source behind the initial enquiry, which is Ted's presence at the beach 
before the expected time. Ted may now directly address this. In this 
respect Fran's previous 'challenge' of  the no-news report may display 
an orientation to Ted having withheM a report on their, as far as Fran 
is concerned, premature arrival. It could provide the opportuni ty to 
make that  report where it had been, for Fran, previously withheld. 

Something similar may be found in the following extract. 



33 

(28) (JG:I(S):X15:3) 
Marvin • H__ow'r things goin, 
Pete • Aw: ' : : : no th 'n  do'_m 
Marvin • Noth'n doin uh, 

Here Pete proposes that he is not  reporting news, but  does not  go on 
and provide any other topic productional activity as does, for example, 
J in extract (26), where following on from the no-news report the 
speaker returned a topic initial elicitor. Like Fran in the previous ex- 
tract, (21), Marvin recycles the no-news report and again provides for 
the recipient to address that report. Again like Fran, Marvin may 
'challenge' the no-news report and in doing so may display an orienta- 
tion to Pete as having withheld some item of news. It subsequently 
emerges that Pete is out of  work. 

(28) (JG:I(S):X15:4) 
Pete • Jee:z's ah'v had a heU'va ti:me.= 
Marvin • =hih u-Hey you? 

o 

(0,3) 
Marvin • wuh 

E~Since the ei ghth'v Q:ctober. Pete : 
(0,2) 

Marvin : W:u_h-u what's 'a: t .  
(0.2) 

Pete • WeAl ah nothing t '  D_.Q:; 
(0.3) 

Marvin : Oh you mean yer not  workin? 

If the examples in which topic was pursued through an itemised 
news enquiry, which is also designed to elicit a due report, are returned 
to it emerges that the form of  the no-news reports is similar to those 
in the above two fragments. The speakers make no-news r e p o r t s -  
"aAh: nothi :n"  (22), and "Nothing" (25) - but they do not  go on and 
provide either a basis for that report nor do they project other and 
particular relevant next activities for their recipients to be occupied 
with. 

(22) (HG:II:I)  
Nancy : What's doin, 

(.) 
Hyla ' : aAh:, nothi:n: 
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(25) (NB:IV:13:2) 
Agnes : What's new with you. 

(0.8) 
Portia : Nothing. 

These extracts contrast with the other two examples. In example 
(26) J goes on and returns a topic initial elicitor and thereby furnishes 
the grounds for the next speaker to be engaged in a particular next 
activity which is the presentation of a possible newsworthy item. In 
example (23) Lawrence, in reporting no-news, provides the grounds for 
that report in terms of  it being 'business as usual'. 

(26) (NB :III :2: R(rd): 2) 
F : W't's goin o :  n. 
J : Not mu:  ch. Wudd:yih know 

(23) (JG:6:8:3) 
Maggie : h What'ave you been up to. 

(0.5) 
Lawrence : We:ll 'uv about the same thing. One thing 

anoth[-er. I sh' 

It appears that where a no-news response to a topic initial elicitor 
is formulated so as n o t  to reveal the grounds for the report, nor in such 
a way that there is a projection for a next speaker to be engaged in ac- 
tivity oriented to topic generation, the recipient may orient to that bare 
no-news report as possibly withholding some newsworthy material. 
They may consequently at tempt to pursue the presentation of  that 
material, and in doing so pursue a particular topic. Contrastingly, 
topic may be pursued where that topic is not  located in the no-news 
report. A basis for orienting to a topic which is being pursued follow- 
ing a possible curtailing response to a topic initial elicitor may, thus, 
reside in the form of  the possible curtailment. Where pursuit of  topic 
coincides with eliciting a due report the issue seems to be not  so much 
concerned with whether or not  there is news but  with how the person 
who possesses the news is to elaborate on the news. Following the 
original topic initial elicitor news may be voluntarily shared with the 
co-participant whereas following the itemised news enquiry which pur- 
sues topic, the elaboration on the news is elicited. The organisation of  
topic pursuit may then be sensitive to the issue of  how news is ap- 
proached and how a speaker may elaborate on that news. This issue 
will be expounded in the conclusion. 
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2. Curtailed news announcements  

The examination of news announcements revealed that the recipients 
may structure their responses as ones which are topically embedded in 
the news announcement ,  and which provide the sequential opportunity 
for the news announcer to elaborate on the news, but  that  following 
this topicalising activity the news announcer may just confirm the 
news and thus possibly curtail the production of  the topic. It can now 
be observed that  recipients of  a possible curtailment may use an item- 
ised news enquiry in order to pursue topic productional activities. 

(19) (Rahman:B: l  :JMA(13):4) 
Jenny • .hhheh u-hOh'_ deah .hhh I I- went round lahs' = 
Ann • L (H.-Q~_peless.) 
Jenny • = night cuz I da'd got huhr  fuhr: :niture so she'd rung 

me up t '  V say 
Ann : I__ Oh hahs she. 

-~ Jenny • Mmv_::. 
Ann • l D z  it look ni :  ce. 

(20) (FD :Finger: 1) 
B : Oh I got hur t  a li'l bit las' night. 
C • Yo__uu did. 
B : Yeah, 

-~ C • Wut' app'n tih you.  

(21) (Goodwin:9 l(b):3) 
J • Terry  is got the ki:ds. 

(0.3) 
A • Terry doe:s, 
J • Yep. 

(0:2) 
-~ A " Why: : .  

This gives rise to the following question: are itemised news enquiries 
systematically fit ted for the position which they occupy following a 
possible curtailing move to topic production activities? In order to 
answer this question further  features of  the possible curtailing activity, 
in addition to those previously described, may be observed by returning 
to the question which ended the section on news announcements,  that  
is, what might the news announcer be doing by not  elaborating upon 
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the news given the sought-after sequential opportunity to do that? 
The description of topic nomination sequences has revealed the 

interactional and mutual nature of beginning a topic. For news an- 
nouncements it appears that this characteristic extends to how the news 
headlined in the news announcements is to be elaborated upon. Whilst 
the sequence may be designed to provide the sequential occasion for 
elaboration, speakers may engage in further activities which are oriented 
to how the news will be elaborated. This becomes a matter for both 
the news announcer and the recipient. 

In order to develop this description note 13 can be returned to. It 
is indicated there that some forms of news announcements may occa- 
sion a recipient to display that they have some knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances of the announcement and they may structure their re- 
sponse as a 'request to tell'. This structure provides for the elaboration 
of the news to be a relevant next activity, but it also projects that in 
elaborating, the news announcer will be 'answering' the prior speaker. 
Contrastingly, where the response to the news announcement is a 
topicalising one, and although it may provide the occasion for elabora- 
tion, any elaboration that may be done, given that the topicalising 
response does not actively request the speaker to elaborate on the 
news, takes the form of the 'volunteering' of news. 

Where the 'recipient of the news announcement provides a topically 
embedded response but one which is not structured as a request to tell, 
then, not  elaborating on the headlined news in the next turn proposes 
that in order for the recipient to receive that elaboration they may 
have to construct their next turn in such a way that the sequential 
occasion for elaboration is specifically produced. A systematic conse- 
quence of the original news announcer having constructed their turn 
as one which confirms that there is news but without having elaborated 
on that news, is that any subsequent elaboration may be in the form 
of an answering. Not elaborating on the news systematically proposes 
that for elaboration to take place the recipient may have to request 
it, and this can result in the news delivery answering as opposed to 
volunteering, as it would have done in the turn following a topicalising 
response. It will be seen shortly that such an activity can be sensitive 
to other practical concerns of speakers. 

Where the news announcer does not elaborate on the news the 
recipient is placed in a position in which they may pursue that elabora- 
tion and hence pursue topic production. Itemised news enquiries in 
this position can actively pursue elaboration and the production of 
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topic. The itemised news enquiry attends to the announced news and 
provides for the next  turn to be one in which the news announcer can 
elaborate on the news in such a way as to be answering the prior 
speaker. It is in this respect that the itemised news enquiry is system- 
atically fitted for the sequential position it occupies, as it requests 
elaboration, and provides for that elaboration to take the form of  an 
answering. For  examples (19), (20), and (21) the original news an- 
nouncer goes on to elaborate on the previously announced news. 

(19) (Rahman:B: 1 :JMA(13) :4) 
Jenny • .hhheh u-hoh:  deah "hhh I F went round lahs' = 
Ann • L (Ho_:peless.) 
Jenny : = night cuz Ida'd got huhr f uhr: :niture so she'd rung 

me up t ' F s a y  
Ann • L Oh hahs she 
Jenny • Mm 
Ann m - :  • Dz it look ni" ce. 
Jenny • .hhhh Well i t 's4beautiful_fuhrnitchuh .hh But 

eh:m (0.2) the table is g_ohr:geous'n the che_:z. It 's- 
it's rou:  nd. 

(20) (FD:Finger: 1) 
B 
C 
B 
C 

• O h I  got hurt  a li ' l  bit las' night. 
• You  did. 
• Yeah, 
• Wut 'app 'n tih you.  
• Well ah(,)  l ike  tuh cos' much little fi__n_nger they had me 

in surgr 'y  f ' a b o u t  th ree 'n  a haf_hours gettin ( ) 

(21) 
I 

(Goodwin :9 l (b) :3)  
J : Terry is got the ki:ds, 

(0.3) 
A : Terry doe:s, 
J : Yep 

(0.2) 
A : Why_.':. 

(0.4) 
A : Sh is gave 'm ( . )  give 'm up hu:her ,  
J : e e : Y a  : : h r i l l y ,  ah:: : : ,  (1.0) S h s o : - y ' k n o w  she got 

merried too  young . . . . .  
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The issue of  whether  news is elaborated by answering or volunteer- 
ing can be sensitive to other  matters of  practical concern for the inter- 
actants. For  example, in fragment (19) it emerges that Jenny has some 
negative comments  to make about  Ida and her furniture. 

(19) (Rahman :B: 1 :JMA(13) : 4 -5 )  
Jenny • .hhh Ahnd eh-I  l ike the cabinet ez _well b ' t  ( . )  i t ' s  

a bit ( . )  _too big I : think fer whr- ere ih ti  :s. 
Ann • L Uh huh-Ye :s 

a 

Jenny • .hhh I would'vliked the tw___?:- (0.2) It's a three: 
( . )  kubbid one. 

(0.2) 
Jenny • .hh Ih ti.ss lovely . .hh  But she's no t  very happy 

bec'z there's eh:m "hhh mahrks heahr 'n mahrks theh- 
ah wouldn '  ° ev ' n  'v not..iced t h ' m  ° 
quite honest i-ly but  you kno:w:= 

Ann • t-Nao: - O(Nao:). o 
Jenny • = Ida 's  uh: so p ' toc i lah .  

Jenny : . . . . . . . . . . . .  sh_.ee_likes the three becooz she wants 
t 'put  all uh  c hiner in it. 

Ann : Ye[- • s. 
Jenny • .hhhh But eh:m ah- I  think the two  w ' d  look 

a_hbsolutely supuh. 

In the news announcement  sequence which initiated this topic it 
was seen that Jenny  did not  elaborate on the news which she had an- 
nounced and that she placed Ann in a position o f  having to specifically 
enquire into the issue. Jenny may then be able to introduce her nega- 
tive comments  so as to be answering Ann's enquiry rather than volun- 
teering her comments  unsolicitedly. This may attend to what could 
be a sensitive matter:  making adverse comments  which pertain to a 
mutual  friend. Her comments  are now made not  so much as volun- 
teered but as requested. 

In example (20) there is an issue of  recipient's availability for talk. 
Just prior to the point  from which the extract was taken, B has offered 
the possibility o f  closing the conversation. 
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(20) (FD:Finger: 1) 
B • How's  the city faring up there. 

(0.6) 
C • Pri t t ih biggih 

cB ." Yea:hahknoww' t [ -chumean:n](Ah men J-not 

-~ B " [Well ah'll letache 
go then= 

Providing for the news to be elaborated as an answering may then be 
sensitive to recipient's availability to talk as the recipient can unequivo- 
cably display availability with the request for elaboration. This issue of  
availability may not be at tended to so sensitively where the news is 
volunteered. 

Whilst the news announcer may provide the sequential conditions 
for any elaboration on the headlined news to be produced as an answer- 
ing as opposed to a volunteering, the recipient is required, nevertheless, 
to make an itemised news enquiry, and thus, determining how the news 
will be elaborated is, in this respect, at least, an interactional matter.  
It is possible, though, to find that the recipients o f  news announce- 
ments which could possibly curtail topic production do not  pursue 
topic with an itemised news enquiry, but  continue to produce topically 
embedded responses that  do not  specifically request the news announc- 
er to elaborate on the news. Where the occasion has been provided for 
a recipient to collaborate in changing the form of  an elaboration from 
a volunteering to an answering, but  where the recipients do not  col- 
laborate in this activity by producing an itemised news enquiry, the 
news announcer may then go on and elaborate by volunteering the 
news. 

(15) (Frankel:TC: 1 : 1 : 1) 
Shirley : 
Geri : 
Shirley : 
( ) :  
Geri : 
Shirley • 

Uh:m yer  mother  met  Mi.__chael las'night. 
Oh r i l ly?= 
= Ye:ah. 
• hh- .hh 
tOh: : : .=  
= Yeah. She wz taking Shilah out. just as we w ' r  
coming back f r ' m  dinner. 
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(29) (TCII(a): 1 4 : 1 5 - 1 6 )  
C • Th '  reason they ' r e  vacant is becuz they g o t ' m  all torn 

up. 
(0.6) 

C • Replumbing the whole place. 
E • You are? 
C : Yeah. 

-~ E • W u l g o o : : d . h  
C • Me a:nd my:  plumber friend, 

(30) (NB:IV: 10 :R( rd ) : 56 -57 )  
L • O h ' n  she gave me the ( . )  mos t '  beautiful sw...~i: msuit 

ch 've  e__ver seen in yer  li : fe, 
(0.2) 

E • Gave i__t to yuh: ,  
L • Y_.~e • ah. 
E • ° A w *  ::r-:: ° 
L • 1._ A twunny two dollar o:  ne. 

This latter observation, together with a previous one (the observa- 
tion that what might otherwise consti tute a curtailment, that is, a 
news announcer not  talking on topic following a recipient's topically 
embedded response, does not  entail that topic product ion activities are 
halted at this point),  would seem to suggest that news announcements  
are a 'strong' form of  movement  to topic constitution. A news an- 
nouncement  projects the relevance o f  the news over succeeding turns, 
so that the topic remains 'live' although no on-topic talk has occurred. 
The recipient can, and may specifically have been invited to, use an 
itemised news enquiry and thereby collaborate still further in the 
mutual  product ion of  the topic. Even where the recipient does not  
collaborate by providing an itemised news enquiry their response still, 
nevertheless, permits elaboration of  the news and the topic remains 
'live', as the news announcer still has the news to talk to. Although a 
news announcer may display a 'preference' to elaborate that news by 
answering as opposed to volunteering, that speaker is still able to go 
on and talk to that topic. 

This issue of  a 'preference'  can be briefly expanded upon. If  note 
13 is again returned to it can be seen that where some forms of  news 
announcements are followed by  a 'request to tell' the news, the news 
announcer may elaborate on the news by  immediately answering. How- 
ever, where a request-to-tell format is not  used by  the recipient the 
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news announcer may not  elaborate bu t  can instead provide for the en- 
quiry, which was not  present in the prior response, to be made. Fol- 
lowing this, elaboration may now occur, again as an answering. It is 
only where a recipient persistently does not  specifically provide for 
elaboration to be done that eventual elaboration takes the form of  
volunteering. 

3. Curtailed itemised news enquiries 

In the examination of  itemised news enquiries it was observed that 
their recipients may make a move that could possibly curtail the prior 
speaker's topic productional move. Two ways in which this could be 
done are by either an elaborated response, but  which orients only to 
the enquiry without  telling more, or by  just minimally responding to 
the enquiry. Following such a possible curtailing move, however, a 
form of  a news announcement  may be used in order to pursue topic. 
This form is a news recipient's version of  a news announcement;  a 
version of  the news which is given by  the person who, in the initial 
turn, consti tuted themself  as the intended recipient of  news. 18 

(11) ( G o o d w i n : 9 1 : 1 - 2 )  
A : How's  T i n a  doin. 

(.) 
-+ J : Oh she 's  doin goo:d. 
-+ A • ~ s h e l h e a r d  she got divo:rc:ed.= 

(12) (Heritage:OI:l  8 : 4 - 5 )  
J : H o w ' r  you  feeling 

-~ I : t O h I  feel t r ine .  
(1.0) 

-~ I : °Abs ' lute ly  tt 'me? ° 
-+ J : Y:ih do. 

(.) 
J : Alright. Yih hadda good t slee:p_.? 

(13) (Frankel:QC: 1:2) 
L • How you  fe_.eelin 'Mahrge = 

-+ M " ---Oh fi:ne 
E L • Cuz - I think Joanne  mentioned that yih weren' t  so 

well? a few weeks ago:? 
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In these three examples, as noticed before, the recipients of  the 
iterrlised news enquiries treat them as 'personal state enquiries' by 
answering them with personal state declarations. The speakers who 
produced the itemised news enquiries then challenge the absence of  
any news report. In example (11) this is done by questioning whether 
Tina is "doin goo:d" with "Is she", followed by the grounds for so 
questioning, " I  heard she got divo:rc:ed".  In example (12) the 'chal- 
lenge' takes the form of one encountered in the examination of  topic 
initial elicitors; the prior speaker is given the opportunity - "Y:ih do"  
- to revise or amend their prior response. In example (13) the grounds 
for the absence of  a news report are 'challenged' by revealing that the 
itemised news enquiry originates ("Cuz") from a report made by a 
third person, "_.I think Joanne mentioned that yih weren ' t  so well? 
a few weeks ago:?" 

In the course of the 'challenges', or following on from them, the 
speakers display that they know some more regarding the enquired- 
about item other than was actually displayed in the itemised news 
enquiry, and by structuring this display as a 'challenge' to the absence 
of news, they display the possible news which they present as of  an 
order which the prior speaker could have delivered in response to the 
itemised news enquiry. In delivering this possible news, then, the 
original enquirer is giving a version which could have been previously 
delivered. 

However, the form of this delivery also displays that the enquirer 
has only partial access to that news. This is achieved by orienting to 
the prior speaker as one who can confirm or disconfirm the possible 
news. In this respect the current speakers are still orienting to it as 
'belonging' to the recipient. 

So whilst announcing news, the speakers orient to it as something 
which they could have received, but in that announcement they simul- 
taneously display only partial access to the news. They are, conse- 
quently, providing a version of  the news; in other words, they produce 
a news recipient's version of  a news announcement.  In this way the 
recipients of  a possible topic productional curtailing move can pursue 
topic by producing a form of  a news announcement.  This is fitted for 
the turn position it occupies in as much as it preserves an orientation 
to news which 'belongs' to the co-participant and it occasions the op- 
portunity to talk to that news. 

This activity displays some of  the ordered features that were seen 
to figure in the pursuit of  a topic both following a possible curtailing 
move to a topic initial elicitor, and following a possible curtailing move 
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to a news announcement.  In the latter case, it has just been seen that 
the possible curtailing move could result in the news delivery, being in 
the form of  an answering rather than a volunteering. With respect to 
the possible curtailing move following the itemised news enquiry, a 
speaker may give a form of  news announcement which is oriented to 
the prior speaker's news, so that any news will now be delivered as an 
answering as opposed to a volunteering. Again, as with possible cur- 
tailing moves to news announcements,  the issue is not  so much whether 
or not  there is any news, but  rather how that  news is to be delivered. 

As the examples unfold, however, it can be seen that  the recipients 
of  the versions of  the news announcements continue to display a 're- 
luctance' to elaborate on the news. In  example (11) A continues to 
pursue the matter  and eventually gets J to elaborate on the news, but 
in examples (12) and (13), although both J and L continue to pursue 
an elaboration over several turns their recipients persistently 'refuse' 
to elaborate on the news, and both examples subsequently move to 
closings and the termination of  the conversation. 19 

(11) (Goodwin:91" 1-2)  
A • How's  T i n a  doin. 

(.) 
J " Oh she 's  doin goo:d. 
A • Is sheI  heard she got divo:rc:ed.= 
J • = Mmhm? 

(.) 
A • Is she? 
J • (sh)sposeuh get rema:rried again thou:gh, next couple 

A '  wee" ks,= 
A • = tOh  yer t_kiddee:n. Who's  she marryin. 

(12) (Heritage: OI: 18:4 - 5) 
J • .hh Okay < H o w ' r  you feeling. 
I • tOh  I feel tf_ine. 

(1.0) 
I • °Abs' lutely t fine?° 
J • Y ' i h  do. 

(.) 
J " Al__.fight. Yih [ -hadda good ts_lee_p? 
I • L OYeh o 

I • Yes thank you= 
J • = Y ' r n o  v t  ih: i- y ' r  not  whi te  anymoh.hhI 
I • t_ OYehOL OYehO 
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I • N o  : < u  - howde(h)h n(h)o ha I(h) l o o  (h)ook 
t(h)iehh heh .hhh 

J • O:khhaHHHHy? E . ihhhh 
e O : k a y .  ((smile voice)) 

(.) 
J " B y e  r :, 
I • LSo we' l l  see you  laytuh, 

J • O:k f-ay. 
I • LBye: ,  
J • Bye: ,  

. . . . . . . . . . . .  end call . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

(13) (Frankel:Q.C.: 1:2) 
L " How you fee__lin 'Mahrge.= 
M • = Oh t ime.  
L • Cuz - I think J_oanne mentioned that  yih weren ' t  so 

well? a few F- weeks ago:? 
M : L Yea • h, Couple a 'weeks ago. 

w? L • Ye:ah. A n ' y e r  alright no: r-  

M L Yeah. Everything's  
a ' r ight  now. 

L A 'right good. uhkay I F- 
M • L So jus ' t e l l  'er I ' l l  talk to ' er 

about it t 'morrow then. 
L Ah:kay.  Swell.- 1 F 

L Ok a J y  bye 
L " Bye 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  end call . . . . . . . . . . . .  

In these examples the pursuit of  topic also coincides with the activity 
noticed for possible curtailment following a topic initial elicitor, of  
'eliciting a due report ' .  The news recipient's version of  a news an- 
nouncement  may occasion the opportuni ty  to report on a matter  that 
could have been reported previously, the absence for which, the recip- 
ient of  the version is held accountable. 

V .  C o n c l u s i o n  

The three sequence types examined may be used to organise a topic 
beginning. Topic initial elicitors are used to elicit a possible topic 



45 

initial, and itemised news enquiries and news announcements are able 
to introduce a topic, which in the former case is oriented to recipient's 
news and in the latter, to speaker's news. Particular attention has been 
paid in this examination, and in the previous examination of topic 
initial elicitors, to the organisation of the sequences once they have 
been initiated. In the investigation that lies behind this current report 
an at tempt was made, though, to answer the following question: given 
that there is more than one way in which to interactionaUy and mutual- 
ly begin a topic, is there, on the occasion of  using a particular sequence 
type initial turn, any methodic basis for its selection? 

One way in which an at tempt to answer this question was made was 
to consider whether or not a methodic organisational relationship 
exists between the initiation of a particular sequence type and the 
actual sequential position in which it was initiated. All three of the 
sequence types may be sensitive to the sequential environments in 
which they may be used, in that they are designed to interactionaUy 
and mutually initiate a topic in places where topic is not  organised 
to flow from one to another, but an at tempt was made to see if one 
or more of the sequence types displayed a particular sensitivity to a 
particular sequential environment. The only methodic relationship 
that could be observed, however, pertained to the initiation of topic 
in conversations' closing sections. Here, a topic seemed to be begun 
distinctly using a topic initial elicitor whilst news announcements 
appeared to be absent. The interest of  this lay not  in some statistical 
frequency but  rather in the fact that the design of  topic initial elicitors 
was particularly apt for generating topic in a closing section whereas 
the design of  news announcements was not. 

It has been observed, here, that news announcements may constitute 
a 'strong' move to introduce topic. However, elsewhere it has been 
described (Schegloff and Sacks 1973) how a closing section may mili- 
tate against the introduction of a new topic. Hence, news announce- 
ments may not  display a particular sensitivity to a closing section. 
Topic initial elicitors, conversely, in as much as they propose that any 
topic produced as a result of  their enquiry is downgraded in news- 
worthiness, are sensitive to, and apt for a sequential environment in 
which the introduction of  a new topic may be a delicate matter. 

Since this seemed to be the extent of  any regular relationship be- 
tween the use of particular sequence types in a particular sequential 
position, a more fruitful line of  enquiry into the initiation of  any one 
sequence type to begin a topic emerged from asking "what was a 
speaker 'doing' in initiating a topic beginning in one way given that 
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there are a variety of  ways in which topic could be begun?" It is this 
line of  enquiry which has been developed in this analysis. By way of  a 
conclusion this issue can be underscored for each of  the sequence 
types. 

One place, as was just indicated, where a topic initial elicitor may be 
used is in a sequential environment in which conversation may be in 
the course of being closed. Here, in using a topic initial elicitor, a 
speaker may display their availability for continued conversation. In 
as much as the topic initial elicitor provides for the possibility of  'any- 
thing' to be introduced, the eliciting speaker is orienting to continuing 
the interaction 'whatever may be talked about'  rather than orienting 
to talk on a particular newsworthy item. The speaker may then, in 
using a topic initial elicitor, display an orientation to remaining in inter- 
action with their co-participant over and above 'wishing' to talk about 
some particular matter. In the following example (33) Nancy displays 
a willingness to hear about anything that Hyla may find to be report- 
able, and she marks this as further for the conversation with "else". 
This displays an orientation to continuing in conversation with Hyla, 
whatever may be talked about, as opposed to working towards termina- 
tion. 

(33) (HG:II: 15) 
Nancy • You' l l  come abou:t  ( .)  eight. Right?= 
Hyla : = Yea::h, = 
Nancy : = Okay. 

(0.2) 
Nancy • Anything else to report, 

( 0 , 3 )  - 

Hyla • Uh: : : "  : m "  :, 
(0.4) 

Hyla : Getting m y h a i r  cut tihmorrow,= 
Nancy • = Ohr i l ly?  

In the following example (31) a topic initial elicitor is used in an at- 
tempt  to generate topic early on in the conversation. 

(31) (Northridge:2:1) 
Pete : Hullo, 
Dave : He l loPe t e  
Pete : Yeah. 

-~ Dave : ( h ) t s g o i n o : : n  
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However, it emerges eleven turns on that there is a reason-for-call. 

(31) (Northridge:2:1) 
Dave : Tch we:ll what I wanda caw-w'talk t ' y u h  about 

wha 'yah  doin next week. 

Dave's previous use of  a topic initial elicitor provides the sequential 
opportunity for Pete to introduce any news he may have, so although 
Dave has a reason-for-call, he is able to propose that the basis for their 
current interaction does not  just reside in that reason alone. In this 
way Dave may, as Sacks (1972) describes it, 're-find' Pete. That is, 
he may be able to bring himself up to date with anything newsworthy 
that may have happened to Pete since their last interaction. The provi- 
sion of this possibility can demote the status of  the reason-for-call as 
the sole reason for the interaction. By making a first move to generate 
topic with a topic initial elicitor, Dave is able to propose that the inter- 
action can be oriented to Pete's news and that it can take any topic, 
not  just the reason-for-call, wich can be subsequently delivered. 

A topic initial elicitor may also be used to approach an issue with- 
out the speaker specifically mentioning it. Where beginning a topic 
coincides with eliciting a due report the use of  a topic initial elicitor, 
in as much as it provides for 'any' item to be reported, may also provide 
the occasion to receive a report on the activity, even though the speaker 
has not  directly enquired about that activity. Should, however, no re- 
port  on that matter be offered, the original enquirer may directly men- 
tion the item with an itemised news enquiry. A speaker may, in pro- 
ducing, the original topic initial elicitor, display a sensitivity to co- 
participant. Pomerantz (1979) describes how such a sensitivity may be 
oriented to co-participants' business as their business. Thus, possibly 
introducing the matter with a topic initial elicitor provides for co- 
participant to share their business voluntarily. Should they not  do so 
it is still possible for the original enquirer to occasion a report by 
directly enquiring into the matter. In the following example, (22), 
Nancy, without mentioning the matter, has occasioned an opportunity 
for Hyla to deliver the report which she eventually makes. It is only 
when Hyla does not  begin with such a report that a direct enquiry is 
made with an itemised news enquiry. Nancy then displays her knowl- 
edge of  a particular issue, thereby offering it as one which Hyla could 
have reported on; business that Hyla could have voluntarily shared with 
Nancy. 
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(22) (HG:II: 1) 
Nancy • What 's  doin 

(.) 
Hyla • a A h : ,  noth[- i  : n : . - ]  
Nancy • IN'didn' t  g J o  meet  Graha_me?= 

Itemised news enquiries display a similar sensitivity to the kinds of  
issues dealt with above. In beginning a topic with an itemised news en- 
quiry a speaker may  orient to a recipient's news and display a 'willing- 
ness' to hear recipient's news, thereby shaping some part of  the con- 
versation around co-participant. A speaker may, consequently, use an 
itemised news enquiry early on in the conversation to 're-f'md' a co- 
participant with relationship to some particular business. Thus in the 
following example Sheila begins talk on a mat ter  pertinent to Tony 
by ascertaining the 'current state of  play', and uses the response to 
shape her subsequent talk on the matter.  Sheila is then able to com- 
ment  on Tony's  business but  now in the light of  Tony's  current state, 
which she has been able to find out about with her initial itemised 
news enquiry. 

(3) (SB: I ' I )  
Sheila • Hello:? 

m 

Tony • Hi: She_ila_? 
Sheila • Ye:ah. 
Tony • How are you.  
Sheila • Fi::ne, how are you  
Tony • O: :k :a :y  

(0.2) 
Sheila • Have yo: :u heard yet  
Tony : No:::  n o t y e t  
Sheila : Well I sa : id  you  should'ave writ ten ag_ain. 

An itemised news enquiry may also be used to approach a particular 
matter ,  without as such mentioning it. However, whereas a topic 
initial elicitor may be used to get at a recipient-related matter ,  an item- 
ised news enquiry may  be able to get at a mat ter  that recipient may 
know about but which is not, necessarily, their personal business. 
Here what might be their business is their knowledge of  the matter.  
The itemised news enquiry can direct the recipient to a particular 
issue whilst it is also sensitive to how the recipient will share their 
knowledge. It can provide for them to volunteer their knowledge and 
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thereby it displays a sensitivity to their possession of the knowledge. 
So, in the following example (11), A subsequently displays that she 
is in possession of some news about Tina, but she originally initiates 
talk on that matter by providing the opportunity for J to volunteer 
the information. This displays a sensitivity to J's possession of the news 
and how she will deliver it. She can voluntarily share what she knows. 
It is only when this is not done that A actually mentions the particular 
item in which she is interested. The itemised news enquiry may operate 
in a similar fashion to one of the ways in which a topic initial elicitor 
may be used in as much as it can approach a matter without directly 
mentioning it. However, a topic initial elicitor here, might have re- 
ceived news pertaining to J whereas the itemised news enquiry may be 
used specifically to approach J's news about Tina. 

(11) (Goodwin:91 "1-2) 
A • H o w ' s T i n a  doin. 

(.) 
J • Oh she's doin goo:d. 
A • Is she I heard she got divo: rc" ed.= 

The sensitivities that have been observed for topic initial elicitors 
and itemised news enquiries are also displayed by news announcements. 
In making a news announcement a speaker may headline some news 
without actually delivering news, and may elaborate on the news only 
when requested to do so by their co-participant. That the co-participant 
may request elaboration is a sequential possibility given that the news 
remains 'live' even when a news announcer has not elaborated on the 
news in a position in which that could have been done. A news an- 
nouncement may then be able to approach some issue without volun- 
teering any elaboration. Thus when the news announcer subsequently 
raises a potentially sensitive issue it has been requested, not volun- 
teered. So in the following example (19), Jenny, as noticed before, is 
able, by n o t  elaborating on the previously announced news to provide a 
place for Ann to request elaboration. This makes Jenny's subsequent 
comments ones which have been elicited rather than volunteered. This 
displays an orientation to the sensitive business of making judgment 
about a mutual friend's possessions. 

(19) Rahman:B: 1 :JMA(13) :4-5)  
Jenny : .hhheh u-hOh: deah "hhh I wentFround lahs' = 
Ann • [-H_.oo:peless,) 
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Jenny " = night cuz Ida'd got huhr fuhr: :niture so she'd rung 

me up t '  l- say 
Ann ~ L Oh _hahs she. 
Jenny • M m F - : .  
Ann : L Dz it look n i :ce .  
Jenny • .hhhh Well it's tbeaut i ful  fuhrnitchuh. "hh But 

eh:m (0.2) the table is g_ohr~geous'n the che :z  
It's - it's ro___qu: nd. 

(Ann) • ~ (.hhh) 
(.) 

Jenny • And ih ih-it 's very luh-zery very nice.= 
Ann • [ Yes, 
Jenny " = .hhh Ahnd eh-I l_ike the cabinet ez well b ' t  ( . )  

it's a bit ( . )  t o o  big I " think.= 
Jenny • = f e r w h  e r e i h t i l - : S .  
Ann • [- Uh huh L Ye:s. 
Jenny • .hhh I would 'v liked the tw..oo :- (0.2) It's a three: 

( . )  kubbidone.  
(0.2) 

Jenny • .hh Ih tiAs lovely. "hh But she's not  very _happy 
bec'z there's eh:m .hhh m ahrks heahr'n mahrks 
theh . . . . . .  

Beginning a topic using the three sequence types can consequently 
generate and introduce a topic in an interactional and mutual  manner 
whilst being sensitive to the issue of  how a topic is to be elaborated 
upon. For  all three o f  the sequences the sensitivity revolves around the 
determination of  whether  the elaboration of  news is produced volun- 
tarily or is elicited. 

NOTES 

I.  See, for example, Sacks (1967) and (1968). Briefly, Sacks describes how new 
topics are systematically placed with reference to some aspects of prior topic. 
This is a direct result of a pervasive conversational orientation to produce 
current utterances as related to prior, thereby displaying and preserving under- 
standing. A product  of this organisation is that topics flow from one to an- 
other. Jefferson and Lee (1980) deal with some systematics of topic flow, and 
Jefferson (1976) deals with related issues in her examination of story-telling. 
See also Casey (1981). 
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2. A topic beginning is constructed over a number of turns which are oriented to 
the task of initiating talk on a topic. Consequently a topic beginning is a par- 
ticular mechanism for starting a topic. Topics may also start where speakers do 
not organise a topic beginning through a methodical number of sequential 
steps. 

3. For a detailed exposition of this see Button and Casey (1984). However, be- 
cause this current paper includes a consideration of this sequence a brief 
description of its operation can be given. The sequence is designed to inter- 
actionally and mutually generate a topic and consists of three parts occupying 
successive turns to speak. The first part is a topic initial elicitor which is pro- 
duced as an enquiry into the possibility of next speaker presenting a report of 
a newsworthy event and is oriented to receiving that in next turn. In the 
example which follows it is Shirley who makes the enquiry following a neutral 
response to a personal state enquiry. The second part of the sequence is the 
recipient's presentation of a report of a newsworthy event. Geri offers that 
she had some friends over as newsworthy. However, this is systematically 
produced as a possible topic initial. In this example Geri marks it as possibly 
newsworthy, and as a response to prior turn by marking it as searched for 

- "°lemme ° see". The third part is a topicaliser that testifies to the appro- 
priateness of the possible topic initial by providing for talk on the reported 
event, and is produced by the speaker who made the topic initial eliciting 
move, Shirley. This fragment of conversation is, as are all the others that will 
be presented, taken from recordings of telephone conversations, many supplied 
by Gaff Jefferson. 

( F : T C : I : I : 1 2 - 1 2 )  
Shirley : Y'know I teh-anyway it's a hunk a'shit goes on I don'  

havtih tell you. 
(0.7) 

Shirley : - h m h h h h . t - h h h h h B U  : : : : : T ? h h h S O H O W ' R Y O U : ?  
Geri : -t .hh I 'm  oka:: :y? 
Shirley : What's new, 

~ Geri : We :ill? "t°lemme see ° las' ni-ght ,  I had the 
girls ove r? 

-+ Shirley : Yea : h? = 
((Continues on topic)) 

4. Topics which are started as reason-for-call may be produced using a different 
technique to the topic beginnings described here. Their design may involve 
outlining what is to be talked about. 

(Rahman:C:DS(16): 1) 
Jenny : Oh hello theah 
(Jenny) : .hhh 
Ida : Uhm ah'v rrung t o  ahsk uhm -hh 

wouldju like a ruun uup to Middlsb'r 
in the mohrnl- ing 

Jenny : t_.hhkHey that s funny. 
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Topics beginnings which interactionally and mutually start a topic may be 
used, in the environment of  openings, in the absence of forms of topic start  
like these. 

All three of the environments involve the possibility of closing the conver- 
sation. This is evident for a closing sequence itself, and a prior topic shut- 
down following which a closing track may be init iated (see note 5) but  it  is 
also technically possible following an opening section that has not  produced a 
first topic. No topic having been initiated, then, unless a topic is generated or 
nominated,  co:aversationalists have nothing to talk to. 

5. A topic may be shut down by a methodical  and ordered completion of  talk 
on a topic, for example, by the production of an aphoristic conclusion that 
sums up the topic (Schegloff and Sacks 1973). A closing track is talk that  
methodically furnishes the sequential conditions for an orderly movement into 
a closing sequence, for example, making arrangements, (Schegloff and Sacks, 
1973). So, shutting down a topic may provide an occasion for making arrange- 
ments and a subsequent movement into closing the conversation. 

6. In the first example a closing section has been init iated by Geri using a pivotal 
closing component  - " °Oka :y  ° - the closing initial potent ial i ty  being oriented 
to by Shirley - "Alr !ght?"  - (see Schegloff and Sacks (1973) and Button forth- 
coming). In the second example the prior topic has been shut down. Jenny 
offers an aphoristic conclusion - "hh that '11 teach i : m = "  which rounds off 
the talk on the topic and is echoed by Ida. In the third example, the returned 
greetings and enquiries into personal states making up this fragment's opening 
sequence, have not  been made topical, and neither have the turns been used to 
introduce reason-for-call. 

7. See Jefferson and Lee (1980) for a description of the organisation of  a trou- 
ble's telling. 

8. The itemised enquiry here is used in the sequential environment of a possible 
negative response to a prior topic initial elicitor. There is a relationship be- 
tween the use of  the two types of topic beginning and this is taken up later on 
in this analysis. 

9. See Heritage (1984) for a description of 'oh '  as a news marker. 
10. Sacks (1970) for example has described how such objects may be used by 

recipients of a story that is in the course of  being told to signal their under- 
standing of  a segment of  the story whilst also providing for its continued telling. 

11. Sacks (1964) discusses types of questions which once they are answered may 
provide for the possible complet ion of  the conversation. 

12. Subsequently Hyla makes a move that could possibly implicate another topic 
(what she did last night). Nancy makes a guess which could be on her prior 
topic where Sim may be the person Hyla was waiting to hear from. It emerges, 
however, that the guess is wrong and that Hyla, as Nancy eventually guesses, 
called Richard. 

( H G : I I : 2 2 - 2 3 )  
Nancy : Sorry I brought it  uhhhp 

(.) 
Hyla : Yeah, 

(.) 
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Nancy 
Hyla 
Nancy 

Hyla : 
Nancy : 
Hyla : 
Nancy : 

Hyla : 

Nancy : 

Hyla : 
Nancy : 

~ .hnnnn, {-o em_[-:-:..hhh [ hhhhhh-h-h-h-h 
Oh::: : ,  

(.) 
Y'know w't I did las'ni.' [ ght? 

Wha : t,= 
=Did a te : rrible thi : : - n g ,  

- Y o u  called Si: m, 
(0.4) 

No-,  
(.) 

What, 
(3  

• t .hhhh v-Well I had - -] 
I.. ~ou  ca l led-  Richard, = 

13. News announcements can be structured in different ways and placed in posi- 
tions apart from those considered here. Only one form of news announce- 
ment and its use in the sorts of sequential environments noted for itemised 
news enquiries will be examined. It is concerned with news which is proposed 
as being 'brand new' for recipients. It appears that it is this form of news an- 
nouncement  which is oriented to interactionally and mutually beginning a 
topic which is disjunct from prior topic(s). Other forms of news announce- 
ments may involve a matter which is known about by the recipient and whilst 
they may also initiate a topic they may be used in other sequential environ- 
ments to the ones informing this investigation. The two fragments below 
exhibit other types of news announcements. In the first example Hyla dis- 
plays that she is continuing on the prior topic with "Bu:t"  eventhough this is 
overlapped by Nancy's announcement.  In the second example the prior topic 
has not been shut down when H makes her news announcement.  In both 
instances the recipients display that the circumstances of the news announce- 
merits are not new to them. Hyla enquiries into a person and an event pre- 
viously unmentioned in this conversation, thereby displaying knowledge of 
the circumstances of Nancy's face hurting, and C enquires into an event, again 
displaying knowledge of the circumstances, that 'everyone' went 'somewhere' 
for their good time. In this reslaect the news announcements have invoked for 
their recipients some prior talked about (though not necessarily for 'this' con- 
versation) matter, and accordingly they provide for material that was topical 
to form a resource for the production of their current talk. Both of the re- 
sponses take on a 'request to tell' format (Heritage 1984) which will, as the 
analysis develops in the body of the text, be seen to contrast: with those 
topicalising responses received by the news announcements described there, 
where the recipient does not display knowledge of the event beyond that 
which is revealed by the news announcement.  

(HG:II:2) 
Hyla : • hhhh I c 'n live without er, O .hhhh 

(.) 
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Hyla : That's a'right, 
(.) 

Nancy : U-uh Oh:: ,  
(.) 

Hyla : [- B u : t ]  
Nancy L M_ff_y f A : face hur t s , -  
Hyla : Ow, t .o 

(.) 
Hyla : Oh what 'd 'e d_.o.o tih you. 

( JG: l l a :6 :10-1  I) 
C : She barewed-hm fa the da:y 
H : ( ) 
C : Ve:ry impressive two door convertible. 

-+ H : Lemme tell ya everybody had an evening las night. 
--> C : Oh rilly, where did everybody go? 

14. In the first example (15) the news announcement  follows components which 
are part of the conversations' opening. This news announcement is not, though, 
the reason-for-call, rather it is being used to produce a topic in the absence of 
topic being developed from out of the opening components (see note 5). The 
second and third examples (16) and (17) are used where a prior topic is being 
bounded off. News announcements do not seem to be readily found in closing 
sequences; a reason for this is briefly outlined in the conclusion. 

15. Sacks (t 971) describes identification by christian names which he dubs Type I 
identifications, and identifications which are further elaborated, Type II iden- 
tifications, and how there is a preference for Type I identifications, if pos- 
sible. Sacks and Schegloff (1979) elaborate on this by showing how a minimal 
recognition resource such as a christian name is preferred, this preference 
being relaxed only in the face of a recognitional problem. 

16. This point has been dealt with before (Button and Casey 1984). Briefly, it 
notices that in as much as the topic initial elicitor does not introduce news- 
worthy material and provides for 'anything'  to be presented as a possible topic 
initial, the speaker may be oriented to continued interaction rather than hear- 
ing about some particular item of news. This issue is returned to in the con- 
clusion to this paper. 

17. Again this has been described in more detail before (Button and Casey 1982). 
It is to say that in as much as the person who produces a topic initial elicitor 
does not implicate newsworthy material - as in an itemised news enquiry or 
a news announcement  - they provide a n  opportunity to produce a possible 
topic initial. This status accrues from the fact that anything that is offered as 
a topic that could be newsworthy has not yet been oriented to by the initial 
speaker as newsworthy - again in contrast to itemised news enquiries and 
news announcements.  Consequently, the topic initial is only a possible one, 
and the news offered only possibly newsworthy, the initial speaker having as 
yet to orient to its newsworthiness. A topic initial elicitor, then, offers the 
opportunity to introduce possible news and in that respect provides for any- 
thing that is offered to be down-graded in newsworthiness. The sequence 
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does, though, aUow for this to be up-graded in the next turn by the speaker 
now displaying an orientation to the item by providing, through a topicalising 
utterance, for that news to be elaborated. 

18. Pomerantz (1979) introduces this sort of issue when she describes how, should 
an 'indirect' attempt to approach some information not succeed, a speaker may 
then enquire more 'directly' by giving their version of the information which 
they are attempting to elicit. 

19. It was mentioned in the introduction that topics that are disjunct from prior 
topics are begun interactionally and mutually in order to warrant that trajec- 
tory for the conversation, and that should that topic not be mutually estab- 
lished, a place for initiating closings may be occasioned. 
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