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Workshop description

Linguistic typology has traditionally taken the ,language“ as a unit of comparison, and com-
pared these units on the basis of features extracted from grammatical descriptions. A comple-
mentary approach is corpus-based or token-based typology, an emergent field of comparative
linguistics that involves harnessing recent developments in corpus linguistics and variationist
sociolinguistics to cross-linguistic data and that deals with probabilistic generalizations drawn
from observed language usage, as recorded in corpora. Its object of study is a population of
utterances, rather than languages as holistic artefacts (cf. Walchli 2009). This approach to lan-
guage typology is currently undergoing a major upsurge, fueled by the growing availability of
digital corpora from typologically diverse languages, and increasingly sophisticated statistical
modelling (see among many others Walchli 2009, Haig & Schnell 2016, Dingemanse et al 2015,
Levshina 2019). While a growing body of research drawing on written corpus data has become in-
creasingly influential in linguistic typology (Haspelmath et al. 2014, see esp. the cross-linguistic
Universal Treebank initiative, http://universaldependencies.org/, and Levshina 2019 for recent
application to classic issues in language typology), in this workshop we are interested in specific
properties of spoken language as the ontologically primary type of linguistic performance, un-
der consideration of a maximally diverse sample of languages. Topics covered include prosodic
structuring and partitioning, speech rate, interactivity and intersubjectivity, universals of dis-
course, and corpus-based approaches process to first-language acquisition. We will also attend
to methodological challenges, in particular issues of annotation and data formats.
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