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General Profile
The journal, Research on Language and Social Interactions, is a quarterly publication that accepts submissions from a variety of disciplines with interests in how language is organized, how it functions and, overall, how it is used as a “vehicle of social interaction.”  Depending on the discipline, different types of interactions are analyzed to better understand how talk or conversations occur and offer suggestions about how these interactions occur differently. Also analyzed is how differences in settings, cultures and media (i.e., computer technologies) influence such discourses.  Because the journal claims to be inclusive of various types of social interactions that influence, and are influenced by, the use of language, it seems that oral and written discourse could be sources of data.  However, the journal seems to focus primarily on the use of oral discourse in making connections to social interactions.

The journal fosters a philosophy of “diverse approaches to the study of interaction.”  This includes, but is not limited, to the following methodologies:  conversation analysis, discourse analysis, pragmatics, observations, interviews and ethnographies.  The research focus is described as “close analysis interactions” that could be naturally occurring in the field or in a laboratory setting.  Qualitative and quantitative research are both welcomed, although qualitative worked seemed to be the norm.  Also welcomed are different types of papers, ranging from reviews, papers that offer schematics on existing research and theory, as well as suggested solutions to existing methodological or theoretical problems within the field.

Research on Language and Social Interactions supports a multidisciplinary interest, represented by contributors from communication, education, linguistics, psychology, anthropology, medicine, as well as sociology.  The variation of fields suggests that the journal supports an interest in collaboration across disciplines, contributing to a better and broader understanding of methodologies, and the use of language within different social interactions.  This interest is further supported by the various members of the editorial board (only randomly selected individuals have been listed due to space):  Nancy Baym, University of Kansas, James J. Bradac, University of California, Santa Barbara, Robert T. Craig, University of Colorado, Boulder, Frederick Erickson, University of California, Los Angeles, Kristine L. Fitch, University of Iowa, Barbara Fox, University of Colorado, Boulder, James Paul Gee, University of Wisconsin, Gerry Philipsen, University of Washington, Deborah Tannen, Georgetown University, Ruth Wodak, University of Vienna, Austria, Linda Wood, University of Guelph, Canada.  Incoming Editor, Don H. Zimmerman, University of California, Santa Barbara.

Submission requirements request articles to be written in English, with one hardcopy and one electronic copy sent to the editor.  The paper should follow the American Psychological Association (APA) format, be double-spaced, include a 100 to 150 word abstract, with no specific restrictions indicated for final manuscript length.  One helpful note, specific to this field, was the note on transcription preparation.  The default transcription used is one developed by Gail Jefferson, common in conversation analysis.  If authors use this system there is no need to comment; authors using other systems need to comment in endnotes (the journal also shows this system in the front of the publication).  Moreover, the journal also utilizes a blind peer review and takes approximately 12 to 15 weeks for completion of the review process.  The use of blind peer review suggests a level of integrity important in academic publishing.

Specific dates for reviewing submissions are not stipulated, therefore it is assumed that articles are accepted on a rolling-basis.  Instructions do, however, indicate that an article submitted for review should not be submitted to other journals during the process of review (a common courtesy in academic publishing).

General Analysis of Focus and Content

The articles in Research on Language and Social Interactions encompass a wide range of topics, and do not seem to be biased towards any particular topic, methodology or style.  The most recent journal (Volume 36, 2003) was unique in that it focused solely on small talk in various situations, ranging from school settings to everyday conversations that occurred in recreation or work.  This particular volume was designated as a special issue on the topic of small talk, and the first paper in the volume serves as a sort of literature review (this introduction style of paper was unique to this volume).

Although this most recent volume focused on similar studies pertaining to small talk, the studies all offered insight to different fields in different ways.  For instance, Thornborrow (Volume 36, Number 1, 2003) concluded that young students, when working on their own (out of the site of the teacher), utilized shifts in using on-task talk and off-task (or small) talk.  She made connections between the types of talk that occurred and their interplay relevant to students’ social relations among other students in school and learning.  Contrastingly, within that same volume, Coupland and Jaworski explored transgression and intimacy in leisurely talk, relevant to how recreational conversation occurred.  Nonetheless, all the articles contributed towards developing a greater understanding of how people have tendencies for “social cohesiveness and mutual recognition,” which is portrayed in their use of local conversational routines, or use of familiar topics.  

Other volumes of Research on Language and Social Interactions that were analyzed did not have a central focus, and contained an array of topics, some pertaining to conversational language and its influence on (and influence by) social interactions tied to ethnic cultures.  One example of this is Kotami’s article, “Expressing Gratitude and Indebtedness:  Japanese Speakers’ Use of “I’m Sorry” in English Conversation” (Volume 35, Number 1, 2002).  Also, several article topics were linked to the medical field, looking at interactions within the clinical world of medicine, whether it was a focus on client’s questions during HIV test counseling (Kinnell, Volume 35, Number 3, 2002) or a study on how experts talked during conversations related to high risk medical procedures (Linell, Adelsward, Sachs, Bredmar, Lindsted, Volume 35, Number 2, 2002).  Although these articles had similar purposes, the studies informed the practice in different ways.  For instance, Kinnell’s article utilized methodologies that focused on identifying types of phrases that were categorized into different strategies used by the healthcare professionals.  This included how the professional was soliciting questions and particular cues that suggested certain types of questions.  On the other hand, Linell, et al., identified different types of talk and physical cues that healthcare professionals used when discussing risk, and noted how these could be relevant to creating certain tensions and perceptions with patients.

The article I focused on in more depth was a good example of identifying “footing” in specific conversations between college students who were working in groups on a writing project (Bonito and Sanders, Volume 35, Number 4, 2002).  Goffman’s (1981) term “footing,” was described in thorough detail by Bonito and Sanders, and similarly reflected Johnstone’s discussion on footing (on pp. 121-122).  Bonito and Sanders’ analyses involved identification of utterances within student conversations that denoted some kind of footing, or shift in footing, which signified the students taking stances, and aligning themselves in response to such utterances.  The purpose was to help identify how students were collaborating and interacting and concluded that students had a tendency to change their language in ways that disengaged them from having a more confrontational discussion.  This article was written by scholars from the field of communication, but its claims could also be relevant to various types of educators who were interested in collaborative group work.  Hence, lending to the journal’s convictions of supporting multidisciplinary work, and various types of analyses.

Furthermore, Bonito and Sander’s article distinguished itself from others in its detailed approach to discussing their methodology.  As mentioned, they went into great detail to describe how footing had been studied (which offered a novice reader such as myself a good framework of how they would use the idea).  Also, differing from some of the articles in the journal, Bonito and Sanders worked towards organizing their discussion to clearly delineate how they studied their data.  The paper was divided into the following sections (in this order):  unlabeled introduction, review of literature on footing, data (included subsections of participants and procedures), data analysis, various sections on how footings were categorized (with examples of transcriptions used to describe the process), analyses (more transcriptions), and finally a conclusion (with notes and references following).  It is relevant to note that this paper was more detailed than many of the articles in Research on Language and Social Interactions, as some articles did not contain a review of literature on their methodology.  Instead, these papers had a context section that only briefly described the setting, and methods were explained with minimal details.

Initially I was skeptical of the non-conforming use of how an article was organized, however, I found that the articles seemed to have a much more natural flow by being allowed to delineate their own formats.  In a publication such as this journal, that invites scholars from various fields, I found the less restricted format inviting.  I think, to a certain extent, this also contributes to strengthening our knowledge of how different fields handle qualitative studies, which in turn should encourage authors to reach for a higher level of scholarly integrity.

Conclusion and Evaluative Statement

Overall, the journal, Research on Language and Social Interactions, seems to be a well recognized and reputable publication that accepts submissions from the United States, as well as international scholars (again, supporting its breadth of perspective and collaboration).  The multidisciplinary focus is interesting as it creates a portrayal of how different fields use various discourse methods to understand ideas about how social interaction occurs through the use of languages.  Based on the analyses of the articles I reviewed, I would consider contributing to this journal if the opportunity arose.  However, I would consider following a descriptive format and style of an article such as Bonito and Sanders to push towards a well defined and described study, that is also written in a simple and understandable way.

