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1 Introduction

In connected speech, sounds may become subjeatibus phonetic changes, which
results in the fact that some words may then ajgdscdiffer from their citation form,
i.e. from the form they have when they are pronedrseparately, not as a part of an
utterance. What influences sounds in connectedchpae factors such as the phonetic
characteristics of the neighboring segments wivonds or at word boundaries, stress,
timing of the phonetic gestures used in pronurmmtsyllable structure, presence of the
given sound in a higher linguistic unit, and speethb. It is very rare to hear speakers
pronounce words in their citation forms in actuahweersation because their use would
disrupt the natural flow of speech. Therefore, vgarce ordinarily linked between one
another for the sake of maintaining the continoityan utterance.

The devices used to accomplish continuity aredagg-specific. In this thesis,
English and Czech are going to be discussed andatieegoing to be compared to
German. English speakers use the so called linkr@gmnomena (also called liaison
phenomena) at word boundaries, which include ligkihand intrusiver/ (also called
epenthetic /r/), transient glidgs and/w/, and resyllabification (sometimes called
pseudo-resyllabification). These linking soundsun@t the boundaries between words
or between syllables where the second word orldgllbegins in a vowel. Word- and
often also syllable-initial vowels in Czech and @an are, on the other hand, prone to
be preglottalized, i.e. pronounced with a glottaps Preglottalization and linking are in
a mutually exclusive relationship in these contextd they both serve as one of the
devices which are used to achieve continuity inréspective languages. When Czech
and German students of English speak English, btteeaharacteristic traits that
reveal their foreign accent is the use of the gldtop before the word- or syllable-
initial vowel. Glottal stops are naturally also dse English, but not as frequently as in
Czech or in German.

The behavior of glottal stops has been found harg to define because, as
Pompino-Marschall and Zygis (2010: 1) explainpitesence or absence is subject to
variation despite the existence of well-definecsudf its use. Its presence or absence is
dependent on several factors (speech tempo, wasksivord type, prosodic patterns

of speech etc.) which are going to be discussdaisrthesis.



My bachelor thesis focused on the influence of malation of speech rate on
glottalization of word-initial vowels in Czech-aeted English. A pilot study was
conducted in which two American and sixteen Czgakers of English took part. The
aim of the study was to test if Czech studentsrafligh, when asked to deliberately
increase their speech rate in English, or wherefibto do it with the help of a method
called “shadowing”, would divide their speech ifeéaver and longer tone units and
consequently produce fewer glottal stops and lairtEnglish speech more than at
their normal or low speech rate, using variousitigksounds. Earlier evidence has
shown that Czech speakers do not drop the amougiowél stops in their spoken
English (Volin 2003b, Bissiri and Volin 2010). Idiased on the influence of the
increased speech rate on this omission or realizati the glottal stops in Czech
speakers of English and compared it to that ofajriee American speakers.

Two conditions (methods) of controlling the speeatie of participants were
compared in the pilot study. In the first condititimey read a book extract and
controlled their speech rate on their own, accardintheir speaking habits and skills.
In this condition, the hypothesis that they wowdduce the number of tone units, omit
more glottal stops and apply more resyllabifiedsmrants at increased speech rate was
confirmed. In the second condition called “shadakjinvhere they read along with a
recording that they heard in the headphones, ther tended to copy the speaking
habits of the speaker from the shadowing file ttwaine forced to change their own

speaking habits.

In this thesis, more factors influencing preglotation of word-initial vowels
are taken into consideration, not just faster spéeapo and prosodic structure of
speech. First, phonetic changes at prosodic boigsdand within them are going to be
considered, including various kinds of reducticarg] then the use of linking
phenomena in English is going to be dealt withfgsosed to the use of glottal stops in
Czech and in German. The usage of glottal stogmglish is also going to be
discussed. What is going to follow is an accountasfous factors that have been
confirmed so far to be influencing the usage ofgluttal stop before word-initial
vowels in all three considered languages. The ushgmttal stops and linking
phenomena is not only dependent on speech ratprasddy of speech, which my
previous thesis focused on, but other factors thaesn found to be influencing this

phenomenon to a considerable extent as well.



The second part of this thesis will then comprigéat study in which the
factors influencing preglottalization of word-irtivowels are going to be tested.
Recordings of Moravian Czech, German and nativalsggre of English will be
analyzed in order to find out which of the factoomisidered performs the highest
amount of influence on preglottalization of wordtied vowels in the English speech of
Moravian Czech and German speakers, who are alag gmbe compared to the native
speakers of English.



2 Literature review

2.1 Phonetic processes in spoken English, Czech a&drman

Speech is a continuum of words combined togethees.ldnguages considered in this
thesis — English, Czech and German — are no exceptin English, every word has its
citation form, i.e. the form of a word when we poance it in isolation, in which at
least one syllable is fully stressed and has aaduaed vowel (Ladefoged 2006: 107).
There is, however, a major difference between thaynciations of words in isolation
and as a part of a larger linguistic unit, as fatance a sentence. The word pronounced
in connected speech may differ from its citatiomfeso radically that it can even
become hard to recognize for the listener. Palk@994a: 26) states that speech has a
vague nature, i.e. that the realizations of theesamord in the fluent speech may differ
from each other significantly. Connecting word®iatterances, sentences or sentence
clusters, in all three languages considered, seatet of pressure for individual words,
especially for the shorter ones that tend to sutctmphonetic changes more easily
than the longer ones. Ladefoged (2006: 107) nbissthese shorter words suchaasl
([eend) have a strong form and a weak form. The strongp foccurs when the word is
stressed, usually in order to express emphasighangeak form, on the other hand,
occurs when the word is unstressed. In additiamp@ can have more than one weak
form as the already mentioned wanad ([eend], [nd], [on], [n]). Words can have a
strong and a weak form in Czech as well, e.g. toelygem([jsem, [sen]). Some

words that are distinct in their strong forms caedme identical when realized in their
weak forms. This process is called neutralizatibweak forms. According to
Cruttenden (2008: 294), such neutralization do¢d$aaal to any confusion because
there is a redundancy of meaningful cues in Enghsh serve the right interpretation
with the help of the context.

There are several factors that influence phoneti@tions in connected speech.
Shockey (2003: 15) gives a systematic overvievhefibfluences most explanatory of
casual speech reduction in English, which are iatlgmrtant in connected Czech or
German utterances (for comparison, see Hala 1982iese 1996). First, the frequency

of the given word is important. The more commonaadrs among speakers, the more



likely it is to be reduced. Second, if the wordjigen for the first time in discourse, it is
likely to be fully articulated as opposed to thelier mentions of this word when it is
more reduced. Next, the increase in speech ratéhals a certain role in the reductions
of phonetic gestures, although Shockey is not cetapl convinced about that
(Shockey 2003: 17). Another factor, according to&ey’s table, is the role a word
plays in a larger linguistic unit, e. g. what pairspeech the word is, if it is stressed or
not, or if it occurs at the beginning or at the efthis larger linguistic unit. The
phonetic and phonological features of the givendabke the place of articulation or
the presence of a consonant cluster in the wordtengreceding or following word)
are, of course, important for the variations, &adso its morphological features.

2.1.1 Phonetic changes within words

The main group of phonetic changes within wordsannected speech in all three
languages are various kinds of reduction. The foast common kinds of reduction are
assimilation, elision of sounds, compression andicgon of weak forms.

Assimilation happens when one sound affects eithgreceding or its
following sound. If the sound affects its precedsogind, the assimilation is called
regressive, e.g. ibank, where the velatk/ affects the preceding nagal, and when the
following sound is affected, it is progressive ashation, e.g. irrealized where the
voiced/z/ affects the followindd/. In Czech, one can see both the progressive &nd th
regressive kind of assimilation in the two realizas of the worghoda([sxodd or
[zhodq). An example of a regressive assimilation in German be seen in the word
jedem in which the bilabial /m/ influences the precagaiveolar /d/ and the word is
then pronounced as [[En], and progressive assimilation can be found e.gegéden,
where the bilabial /b/ influences the following edlar /n/ and the word is then
pronounced as fgebm]. In assimilation, the neighbouring sound copiesféa¢ures,
i.e. place or manner of articulation or voicingtloé given sound. Ladefoged (2006:
109) states that assimilation may be complete drghaOne can see the distinction on
the pronunciation of the wominth in English. If the nasal becomes absolutely dental
because of the following dental, assimilation imptete. On the other hand, when the
nasal is pronounced somewhere between dental aedlai, assimilation is only

partial. Further, assimilation can be either obatact type — when the affected sound



immediately precedes or follows the given sound ef@ distant type — when there is
one or more sound inserted between the two infagasbunds (Palkova 1994a: 144).

The opposite process to assimilation is calledmitation in Czech (see
Palkova 1994a: 144) which happens when the chassydts in an increased distinction
between the two interacting sounds (e\an&t [dvanact] — [dvanast]). The reason
for this change is usually the need to achieverashbetween the sounds for the
purpose of easier pronunciation. This processsis tahceable in English. Algeo and
Pyles (2009: 30) present it on the example of thechdiphthongpronounced as
[dipOpy] instead of difOoy ]. Dissimilation can also be found in German, eng. i
sechs which is pronounced asgks] instead of [zxg].

Elision means omission of an unstressed sounddier@o simplify the
pronunciation of the word or phrase. An examplelsion within a word in English is
the pronunciation of the wofdth [fi©], where théf/ can be omitted, in Czech we can
observe it e.g. in the worV/I&Stni — [zvlani:], and in German, as Kohler (1990: 75)
states, elision applies mostly in schwa-deletiog, i@ Wagen, which is pronounced as
[va:gn] instead as [vaan].

What can also happen is that two syllables carobgcessed into one in
pronunciation, as in the wogtaduatein English, where the word shrinks to two
syllables in connected speech, as opposed tdatsoci form which consists of three
syllables, or in the worthaerial in Czech, where the two middle syllables may be
compressed into one in connected speech and cargbquhe word has only three
syllables, or in the worlereit in German, which can be compressed into one dgllab
instead of the original two syllables in connedeédech (but this process is non-
standard in Czech and in German).

The last common kind of reduction mentioned isrédiction of weak forms.
As | already explained, the kind of words that hawsdrong and a weak form are shorter
words. They are most commonly the functional, hetlexical words. The weak forms
of these words can be even more reduced in cortheptech. Kohler states that “the
degree of reduction correlates with the loweringhef stylistic level and with the
degree of familiarity in the communicative situatievith extreme reductions also being
less common at utterance beginning or after pa@keliler 1990: 72)

When comparing German and Czech as for the abseesied phonetic
changes, Dieling (1992: 112) states that in Gerrtigre are more reductions and



elisions present than in Czech, and on the othad,Hazech uses assimilation more
often than German.

2.1.2 Phonetic changes at word boundaries

As fluent speech is a continuum of phonetic gestthrat usually combine with each
other, the most prominent phonetic changes areeptes word boundaries (or also at
morpheme boundaries) which are endangered by thestiynThese gestures, as
Ladefoged (2006: 109) states, can be produceddully a reduced form, or they may
sometimes be omitted completely. The resulting gbarare therefore, according to
Gimson (1962: 266), either allophonic or phonemic.

The neighbouring phonemes at the word boundarieence each other either
in a regressive (the phoneme influences the prageatie) or in a progressive way (the
phoneme influences the following one), as they dbiwwords (see Gimson 1962:
266). This is true in all three languages obser¥ée. main phonetic change at word
boundaries is thus assimilation, e.gthese filmsin English where the voiced/
becomes a voicelesd, in dvace bedenin Czech wher¢he voicelesgt/ becomes a
voiced/d/, or inmit_bunten Farbenin German, where the alveolar /t/ becomes a
bilabial /p/ because of the following bilabial /b/.

The main focus is going to be on other phoneticgka at word boundaries,

namely on the usage of linking phenomena and dfajlstops.

2.2 Linking phenomena in English

So far, | discussed the phonetic changes withirderand on word boundaries in
English, Czech and German. The following chaptgoisg to be focused exclusively
on English phenomena, i.e. the linking phenomelsa, known as the liaison
phenomena.

The reason why native English speakers sound sincous is that they link
words together by the usage of the so called lmkinenomena. Volin (2003a: 64)
differentiates “five different phenomena in plagdsere word-initial vowels meet
preceding sounds”, namely resyllabification (whislsometimes also called pseudo-

resyllabification), linking/r/ and intrusiver/, transientj/ and transientw/.



2.2.1 Resyllabification

Resyllabification means that in actual speechstiiable boundaries do not correspond
to the word boundaries. A speech sound can be added preceding or to the
following syllable, causing the creation of a soimets completely new syllable.

This most common kind of linking phenomena is gdim be discussed in more

detail in chapter 2.4.

2.2.2 LinkingA/

In connected speech, the linkifrgis used before a word-initial vowel. It occurs whe
the following word begins with a vowel and where/@rsound existed in earlier forms
of English. The appropriate vowels to which thrkihg sound may be added né,

/5/, and single or complex vowels containing a fisa(Gimson 1962: 215). Volin
(2003a: 64) explains that non-rhotic accents ofliBhdnave thédr]s in the syllable
codas only written, but not pronounced. Howevesuidh anr/ is followed by a vowel
of the following word, it is pronounced as a lingialement, as ithe docto arrives.

The reasons for the usage of this linking are, @tog to Volin, to avoid vowel
hiatus or to avoid the necessity to use a glottgd.sThe tendency to use the linkifmfs
in the rhotic accents of English is less markea thaRP or in RP-influenced types of
speech (Cruttenden 2008: 305), because in thesatadher/s are actually pronounced

at the ends of words.

2.2.3 Intrusivef/

The intrusive'r/ is the kind of phenomena that emerged from thgauséthe linking'r/

by extending its usage to the cases where it iiistdrically justifiable, i.e. where it

was not used earlier (Gimson 1962: 204). This phrermn is not as frequent as the use
of the linking /r/ (Mompean and Gomez 2011: 14T4)ese intrusivér/s are to be

heard particularly in the case of schwa-endingg, eRussa and Japan They are also
preferable aftefa/ and/o/. The reasons for the usage of thisare the same as with the
linking /r/. Volin (2003a:65) points out that the differenetveen these two

phenomena is that the intrusitrés are “not represented in spelling.” Uffmann (2007:



473) has shown in his paper that an intrusiveain/' le conceived of as natural hiatus
filler.

The usage of inserted (whether linking or intre¥iv/s regards the position of
these inserted elements (Cruttenden 2008: 305)/rihean be inserted either before a
suffix or before a separate word beginning witltoael. Cruttenden (2008: 306) further
states that thé/ usually closes the syllable rather than to barttial in the next one.

Allerton (2000: 574) argues that in natural spe#uh speaker has to consider
two main interests. First, the speaker is awatb@tystem of a language and has the
tendency to keep a simple system also in speechpipronounce the words as they are
pronounced in their citation forms. Second, spesateard to diminish the articulatory
effort by using the linking phenomena at word baames, where the effort needed is
the greatest. Gimson (1962: 204) also debatesntigisaction of the two interests and
says the speakers who are aware of the correct(thicitation form) have a strong
tendency to avoid the usage of intrusivealtogether, using a glottal stop or vowel
glide instead, even in the cases where the usagéirdding/r/-sound is justifiable.
According to Volin (2003a: 65), intrusive was, until recently, considered “a
substandard feature of pronunciation”. Nowadaysugive/r/s are to be heard even in

the speech of educated speakers.

2.2.4 Transientj/

The next linking phenomenon, transigitoccurs, as the previous two ones, between
two vowels at word boundaries, after a word-final't/, /el/, /au/, or/o1/. It is realized

as a j-like sound, and is described by Volin (20@8&3 as “an articulatory by-product
without a phonemic status”. Therefore it is traitsea in brackets, e.g. yes, e is—
['jes | hi " g1z]. Volin further highlights that the transcriptiohtbis phenomenon is
used mainly in applied phonetics, mostly for thepmse of teaching foreign languages.
Cruttenden (2008: 306) warns that one should be tabdlistinguish this transieft

from the phonemigdj/ as inmy ears{ma[’iez] andmy yeargma jioz].



2.2.5 TransientAn/

The last kind of linking phenomena described byivd transientw/. If a word-final
lvl, lul, lawl, orlsul is linked to the initial vowel of the following wad, a w-like glide
can be heard. Volin compares its status to théteofransientj/ — “an articulatory by-
product without a phonemic status” — and thereitise like the previous phenomenon,
transcribed in brackets, as$ue asked me> [' su ' a:sktmi]. As with the transient
/j/, Cruttenden (2008: 306) warns about the distinchetween the transiefw/ and the

phonemidw/ as intwo-eyedtu”aid] andtoo wide[tu wad].

2.2.6 Juncture

Apart from the linking phenomena introduced ab@peakers can also highlight the
juncture (the place where one word ends and thewoig one begins) to distinguish
between the groups of words that sound identicaitt€hden (2008: 307) uses the
examplegpea stalkandpeace talksBoth groups of words can be transcribed as
[pi:st:ks]. If one wants to make a difference between th@seggroups, one can
maintain the full length of th&/ and not aspirate the followiritf in the first one and on

the contrary, one can reduce thieand aspirate th&/ in the second one.

2.3  Glottal stop

The glottal stop is a gesture created at the glottie vocal folds are closed and thereby
the airstream is obstructed, creating pressurenbigle glottis. The pressure is released
by a sudden separation of the vocal folds (CrugarzD08: 178f). This gesture is
present in all the three discussed languages.

Glottalization is a term used for the realizatagfrany glottal gesture (Volin
2003b: 12), which is not only the glottal stop, theére are also other kinds of glottal
gestures such as creak, breathy voice, barbetagkibp or continuous creak (see
Bortlik 2009: 5). In the present thesis, howevaly dhe glottalization of word-initial
vowels by the use of the glottal stop or, potelytiaf creaky phonation (by which the
glottal stop is often being replaced because itireg a great effort to be articulated —
see Bissiri et al. 2011: 165), is going to be coestd. Glottalization of word-initial

10



vowels serves as the onset of phonation and aaradaoy signal at the beginning of the

vowel.

2.3.1 Glottalization in Czech

In contrast to conversational English, there ateang linking phenomena in
conversational Czech. The only similar phenomesdhe/j/ inserted between two
vowels within a word, e.g. imédum — [medijum], but this does not happen at word
boundaries.

The main difference between Czech and Englisloashé phonetic changes at
word boundaries is the usage of linking phenomartenglish and the usage of glottal
stop in Czech. When word boundaries are represémytéao vowels or by a consonant
and a following vowel, these two phenomena are tseither connect the vowels in
English or divide them in Czech. It does not mehaugh, that in English, glottal stop
Is not used. It is used, but not as extensivelyiaan Czech. In Czech, it is used even
on weak prosodic boundaries (between syllablesigiwib the reason why it is a more
frequent sound in this language.

The glottal stop is described as a firm claspinthefvocal folds at the
beginning of the vowel which results in the vowelrdy perceived as more clearly
divided from the preceding syllable. Volin (201@) Slescribes the glottal stop as a case
of prothesis, i.e. the addition of a sound to tleedainitial position. The glottal stop
before a vowel is used in Czech at the beginnirgwbrd or within a word after the
prefix. It is also automatically used after a padtseusage is compulsory after non-
syllabic prepositiong, s, zandv (e.g.k oknu— [k ?okno]), and it is recommended
after an unaccented monosyllabic word (byd.ospaly— [bil ?ospali]) (see Palkova
1994b: 11, Krkova 1995: 25).

Palkova (1994b: 12f) states that the usage ofjlibttal stop influences the
voicing of the preceding consonant of the precedgl or syllable. When the glottal

stop is used the preceding vowel is always voisglesg. irbezadkladre —
[beotkladne]). When it is omitted, it depends on whether risthe boundary between
a prefix and the rest of the word or a monosyllauicented preposition and the
following word; in both cases the preceding consbigmalways voiced (e.g. in
bezadkladre — [bezotklagie]); or at the boundary between two words when the

preceding consonant is always voiceless (e.duimgpadal — [dup opada)).
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Glottal stop can also sporadically appear aftenvael or before or after a
consonant, e.g. to express a strong refusal ogidisenent, to tease somebody or in
paralinguistic sounds expressing agreement, disagget, insecurity, disapproval etc.
(e.g. [’ne], [n€e€], [?m]). These uses are, however, rare and bound tifispe
communication situations (Pavelkova 2001: 79) duey &are not to be considered in this
thesis.

Speakers of Czech generally use the glottal stapnsciously (Pavelkova 2001:
79). The glottal stop is most likely to be usedaneful and energetic pronunciation, in
lower rather than in higher speech rate, in emplaatd emotional utterances, and when
the speaker wishes to enhance the distinctiverfdss epeech (see Pavelkové 2001
83, Hirkova 1995: 26).

2.3.2 Glottalization in German

In German, similarly as in Czech, the glottal skopsed much more often than in
English. As in English and Czech, it is used ndy amvowel sequences but also in
sequences of a final consonant and an initial v@airton 2000: 576).

Glottal stop is used in German automatically atlibginning of a word or
morpheme beginning with a vowel (Allerton 2000, Bexs 1999, Wiese 1996, Kohler
1995). Morpheme-internally, German does not nowyrellbw for vowel sequences, and
hence the glottal stop serves as a means of agogirempty onset (Wiese 1996: 59),
but exceptionally, vowel sequences can occur issatal and foreign words, e.g. in
Chags or Theater.

Despite its abundant occurrence, the glottal dtmgs not generally have a
phonemic status in German (Pompino-Marschall 2@08). It is only obligatory when
using a contrastive accent to differentiate betweerds such agerreisenfseraizn]
andvereiserifse?aizn], which would otherwise be pronounced in theesamy (Kohler
1995: 100). Older grammars (Duden 1990, Krech.et982) were more authoritative
about that and stated that all initial vowels htovbegin with a glottal stop obligatorily,
but recently, the presence of the glottal stopahaays been stated to be optional in this
language (Wiese 1996: 58, Rodgers 1999: 174f, Kdg8e5: 100).

Glottal stop is thus mainly used as a boundarykeraand as a means of
avoiding an empty onset or vowel hiatus in Gernfigis.used canonically in stressed
syllables, but even a relatively unstressed sydl@aih start with a glottal stop (Wiese
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1996: 59). It is also naturally used after pausekiaterruptions and as a means of
emphasis.

Overall, despite its non-obligatory status, thattgl stop is present in most cases
in modern German speech and it is seen as a chas#icttrait of this language as
opposed to e.g. English (Wiese 1996: 58). Its prasés not dependent on the position
of the target word within a phrase; it may occuthbghrase-initially and phrase-
medially, but there is of course an increased pdggifor it to occur after a prosodic
break, which is normally followed by a stressedavivialisz et al. 2013: 119).
German-accented English is therefore, similari€asch-accented English, typical for

the overuse of glottal stops.

2.3.3 Glottalization in English

Although I called the glottal stop a frequent Czaakl German phenomenon, it
naturally occurs in English as well. There are fdifierent uses of the glottal stop in
English, namely the regular glottal reinforcemeiné extended use of reinforcement,
the glottal replacement and the more extensiveofigettal replacement in other
varieties.

The first use, the regular glottal reinforceméntsed by the speakers to mark
the syllable or word boundary when the initial st the following syllable or word
is a vowel. Consequently, in careful speech, theeldiatus, e.g. in the word
cooperation can be avoided, by the separation of the vowels dlottal stop. In some
overly careful English speakers, the glottal s@ipforcement may be used in cases
where the use of an intrusi¥e or linking/r/ would be possible, e.g. docta_[?]earns
In such cases, the glottal stop is overused. litiaddany word-initial or morpheme-
initial accented vowel can be reinforced by a glattop, when the word or the
morpheme is emphasized, e.gltif?]is John!(l told you it was him)The preceding
sound of this vowel does not play any role in tieieforcement (for further examples,
see Cruttenden 2008: 178).

As all the three following uses consider the gloteinforcement or replacement
of consonants, they will not be very useful fosttiiesis because it is going to
concentrate on the phonetic processes between wel® the second word begins
with a vowel. Therefore, they are only going tonhentioned for the completeness of

the account of the glottal stop usage. The seceadlithe glottal stop is that also the
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consonant#p, t, K and alsdt// may be reinforced by the glottal stop. The thiseé u
regards syllable-final consonafgist, K which can be replaced by a glottal stop under
certain conditions. This process of replacing thiesonant with the glottal stop is called
glottaling and particular attention should be paad to mistake this term with
glottalization which is applied for the consonamtahforcement or the preglottalization
of vowels. The difference is then that glottalisgaireplacement phenomenon, whereas
glottalization is a complementary phenomenon. Andlfy, the fourth use concerns
mainly the varieties of English in which the gldg&op replacement may be used more
often, e.g. Cockney.

Cruttenden (2008: 307) states that in the casesenthe emphasis is needed to
distinguish the juncture, as @anameversusan aim the usage of the glottal stop is
possible beforger] in the second phrase. But it is not necessargssrthe emphasis is
needed. He adds that the overuse of the glottplistsuch positions as the one
mentioned above is typical for some foreign leasrdrEnglish. This statement is
useful for the purposes of this thesis because Grtdth and German are languages
with a frequent use of the glottal stop in fronwofvels, and therefore Czech and
German speakers of English tend to overuse th&agkibp rather than to omit it.
According to Mompean and Gémez (2011: 1417), thsae why the glottal stop is
such a common phenomenon is the fact that it tamsonantal nature — in fact, it is
used as a replacement of the word-initial consomaatword and helps to fill the so
called empty onset (as in 2.3.2).

Dilley et al. (1996: 424) presented a study widohfirms that glottalization in
English happens on the boundary between two voavelghat it mainly occurs at the
word-initial contexts. As the glottalization undbese circumstances does not happen
automatically, but is only likely to happen, theyther investigated the influences on
the glottalization of vowels in the word-initial giion. Their study confirmed that
“glottalization of word-initial vowels is more likgwhen the target word is marked
with a pitch accent.” (Dilley et al. 1996: 442) Toiher factors that they formulated in
the study are that even the reduced vowels in watidd position are likely to be
glottalized if they occur at the beginning of thé intonational phrase, not only the full
vowels, although the full vowels are naturally ¢dtized more often. Furthermore, if
the target word is preceded by a pause or by gjl@ten, the possibility of the

following word-initial vowel to be also glottalizedcreases. In this respect,
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glottalization in English could be understood aeféex to the prosodic boundary
(Dilley et al. 1996: 436).

Another study by Redi and Shattuck-Hufnagel (2@2E) proved that
glottalization may also occur in the word-final goltrase-final positions as a boundary
marker. They add that some speakers use only &liget voice near the intonational
phrase boundary.

As already mentioned above, even though glottatizdhas its place in spoken
English, mainly as a boundary marker, and is ndsietaconsidered uncommon in this
language, it is also not used extensively and austinking is preferred at word
boundaries. Moreover, an overuse of glottalizati@y lead to the effect that the
speaker will sound uncertain because his spedol isareful or even laboured.
Speakers may also sound too emphatic, vigorouseor ienpolite (this regards e.g.
German speakers of English — see Eckert and Ba0§)2

It is also important to mention that, regrettallg,studies have been conducted
on comparing the many different varieties of Erghs regards preglottalization of
word-initial vowels. It may only be noted that, $isnakova et al. (2013a) observed, so
far, literature suggests that American speakersally tend to use prevocalic
glottalization more often than British speakers.nyp@an and Gémez (2011) focused
on British speakers and reported that glottalizatiocurred in 31.5% of all contexts
and, in addition, British pronunciation textbookshrer recommend linking in connected
speech (e.g. Cruttenden 2008).

According to the studies mentioned above, evenghalottalization does not
happen canonically at the beginnings or at the ehghrase or word boundaries, it is a
significant phenomenon in these contexts whicldigsable to observe when

considering the phonetic changes at word boundaries
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2.3.4 Glottalization: English vs. Czech vs. German

When the phonetic system of a language is congidérere is no difference between
Czech, German and English. In all three languagjesial stop is not a phoneme, i.e. it
does not change the meaning of a word. It is omdii@ne.

The difference between the three discussed lamguzan be found in the
definition of glottalization itself. In his thesidakub Bortlik (2009: 4) warns about the
distinction between the terms “glotalizace” andz"rén Czech, “r&z” covering the
glottal stop and its various realizations and maigrmainly to its function, and
“glottalization”, referring more to the articulajotechnique. In German, it is similar —
the German term “Glottisschlag” (or its many synmsysuch as “Knacklaut”, “fester
Stimmeinsatz”, “Glottisverschluss”, “GlottisversaBklaut”, “Kehlkopfverschluss”, or
“Kehlkopfverschlusslaut”) could be compared to @&ech “raz” and German
“Glottalisierung” to the Czech “glotalizace” (Koml&995: 55). In English, the term
“glottalization is used as a superior term for gfhattal stop and other various glottal
gestures (Volin 2003b: 12). | am going to keefhEnglish terminology in this thesis.
In addition, there is also another term to be caugtiabout in English, namely the
glottaling, i.e. the replacement of a consonanthieyglottal stop mentioned in 2.3.3.

According to Hirkova (1995: 26) and Pavelkova (2001: 83), in Czéuoh
glottal stop is used to enhance the comprehertgibilian utterance. German is again
comparable to Czech in this respect (Bissiri aniteFe2013: 253). In English, on the
other hand, it is the appropriate linking that ssrthe right intelligibility (Volin 2003a:
64) and an overuse of glottalization results ingpeech being perceived as foreign-
accented, which can lead to biases against theylartspeaker (Lev-Ari and Keysar
2010: 93).
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2.4 Resyllabification

The most common type of linking phenomena usegé&esh is the so called
resyllabification. In order to explain how resyliidation works in actual speech, we

need to describe syllable structure first.

2.4.1 Syllable structure

The syllable consists of onset, nucleus (also knasvpeak) and coda. Nucleus and
coda are joined together under the umbrella tehmitye” (e.g. in Cruttenden 2008: 49).
Nucleus is the part of the syllable where the voweselurs and onset and coda are the
parts where the consonants occur. Of these thié gfaa syllable, only the nucleus is
obligatory in a syllable. Both onset and coda ang optional.

Volin (2010: 56) states that in Czech, onsetsbsaoomposed of more
consonants, nucleuses can be either vowels and/r/, or, exceptionally/m/ or/n/,
and codas are predominantly shorter, composed tif tyo consonants. Codas are the
parts of syllables that succumb to phonetic chanfesmaking them the least stable
part of the syllable.

As for the composition of individual syllable pgrEnglish and German are
similar to Czech. Cruttenden (2008: 50) adds thaiinset usually involves increasing
the sonority up to the nucleus which is represehted sonorant and hence it is the
most sonorous. The coda, in contrast to the omsatlves a decrease in sonority. The

same description is appropriate for Czech and Gesybables.

2.4.2 Resyllabification in English

When Cruttenden (2008: 50) speaks about distingqugssyllable boundaries in English,
he mentions a principle which is according to hirdely claimed to be universal in
languages. He gives the term “maximal onset prlatiwhich he describes as the
assignment of consonants to the onsets of thendwitpsyllables wherever it is
possible.

This principle of moving the coda consonant tolieginning of the next unit,
when applied not only on syllable boundaries, &t an word or phrase boundaries, is
basically the resyllabification. As the focus isward boundaries in this thesis, the

resyllabification at word or phrase boundaries Wwélconsidered preferentially.
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In the process of resyllabification, the coda cmat of the first word is added
to the onset of the following word which beginsiwat vowel, i.e., as De Jong (2001:
197) explains it, the coda consonant is resyllalifis the onset consonant. The
consonant#p, t, K are to some extent more resistant to resyllaltibogat least from
the perceptual point of view), because they are dspirated in the coda position than in
the onset position (Dwda 2005: 98).

The reason for resyllabification may be the inseshspeech rate combined with
the fact that onset structures of syllables arelypeaiversal among languages, whilst
many languages do not allow coda structures (Dg 2001: 197). Furthermore, the
most common type of syllable not only in Czech, dgb in many world languages,
including English, is the consonant-vowel (CV) tyjp®lin 2010: 55). This type of
syllable can be thought of as ideal because #$y €0 be pronounced. When the
syllable is of the vowel-consonant (VC) type, thisra tendency to either resyllabify or
to “repair” it by addition of the glottal stop tbe beginning of it. This explanation is in
concord with another possible reasons formulate8dmnbbie and Pouplier (2010: 240),
namely that the syllable beginning with a vowekkan onset, and therefore the coda
consonant from the preceding syllable is associaté or that the coda consonant and
the following onset vowel are gesturally co-ordethwvith each other. They further state
that “resyllabification and ambi-resyllabificati@an occur before a following segment
only if the resulting onset is phonotactically pessible” (Scobbie and Pouplier 2010:
242).

At this point, another term needs to be explaidége ambisyllabic consonant. It
can be found e.g. in Scobbie and Pouplier (2010) 34d they explain it as the
consonant which is “intermediate in behavior betweeset and coda” or which
“vacillates between the two”. It is then, in shae coda consonant which is either
resyllabified as the onset consonant of the folf@wvord, or which stays in its original
place at the coda of the syllable at the end ofnibwel.

Another useful observation by Scobbie and Pougliel0: 242) is that they
warn that resyllabification may be only perceptwathout actually being produced by
the speakers. But they also state that this ndiisnnot yet sufficient proof in the
literature.

Resyllabification is, in comparison to glottaliwet, definitely the preferred
strategy to avoid hiatus at the word boundariewéen two words when the second

word starts with a vowel. An overly frequent uselufttal stops or its use in unlikely
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contexts usually gives the impression of uneasioessck of concentration on the part
of the speaker. On the other hand, a very infrequea of glottal stops does not cause a
natural and relaxed impact either. The speakerlmegyerceived as lacking time,

running out of breath or dashing too much by teefier (Umeda 1978: 88).

2.4.3 Resyllabification in Czech

In Czech, resyllabification is not a standard teraye When the onset vowel is preceded
by a coda consonant, it is generally enforced tprbaounced with the glottal stop. For
instance, the phragen abyis recommended to be pronoundgh ?ahx] instead ofje
‘'nah]. The glottal stop serves as a boundary signabimected speech, and therefore it
is also a barrier for resyllabification (see Bda 2005: 98). The pronunciation with
resyllabification in Czech can be also seen as siralde or unfavorable by some
authors (Hala 1962: 208). There is, however, ag¢eragtowards resyllabification in
Czech, in the form of the so called prothetic cosw/v/ (and rarely also the
consonantg/ and/h/) inserted before the word-initial vowel and rejptacthe glottal
stop, e.g. in the wordknowhich becomegvokno]. It is a non-standard tendency,
though, present mainly in Bohemia and the westarhqd Moravia (Kemova 1984

95, Simé&kova et al. 2012: 230).

As for the difference between the speakers of Boa@nd Moravia with respect
to resyllabification, it is important to note thdbravian speakers often tend to omit
glottal stops and resyllabify instead. On the otienrd, in Bohemia, speakers usually do
not omit glottal stops and do not resyllabify. e tcontexts where one word ends in a
consonant and the following word begins with a vipwe coda consonant of the first
word is usually voiceless in Bohemian speakersvanted (and resyllabified) in
Moravian speakers (Palkova 1994a: 327, Skoda et al. 2012: 230). This is also true
when resyllabification takes place. In Bohemian&@zehe resyllabified Czech is
voiceless whereas in Moravian Czech, it is voicichgikova et al. 2012: 230). What
these two varieties have in common is that theriimgeof glottal stops happens more
frequently at stronger prosodic boundaries. Ovgitadl use of the glottal stop is on the
decrease in the whole of the Czech Republic, bststill standard and it is

recommended mainly in public speeches and forniied {®avelkova 2001: 81).
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2.4.4 Resyllabification in German

The status of resyllabification in German is veryikar to that in Czech, i.e. it is a non-
standard phenomenon in this language. Like in Czgmakers of German rather evade
a vowel hiatus or an empty onset by using the @lstop before a vowel-initial word
than by resyllabification, but resyllabificatioritreough it is a non-standard
phenomenon, sometimes occurs as well.

A particular tendency towards resyllabification denfound in the contrastive
distribution of the glottal stop and the consonahtThey can both be pronounced in
the same word without a change of the word’s megrarg. in the worein, which can
be pronounced a84din], [han] or [an] (Kohler 1995: 101). On the whole, though,
resyllabification still remains a non-usual phenamein German when compared to

the usage of glottal stops.

2.4.5 Glottalization as a complication for resytldication

It is clear that when the onset vowel is reinforbgda glottal stop, it may pose a serious
problem for the resyllabification principle. Thistion is to be found e.g. in Scobbie
and Pouplier (2010: 243), where they state th#terappropriate context for
resyllabification, but with the vowel being reinéed by a glottal stop, resyllabification
to onset does not occur, despite the tendencieskimize onsets (i.e. the maximal
onset principle). It can also be observed in theysbf De Jong (2001: 198) who
explains the glottal stop as a marker of the ihddge of a new prosodic unit which
cannot be violated.

It follows from the above described characterssti€ glottalization and
resyllabification principles that these two stanc&imutually exclusive relationship.
This statement can be proved by a sentence adfyptadde Jong’s study: “If VC
utterances canonically have onset glottal stopsjrehting the glottal stop might
contribute to the perception that the VC syllaldel khanged to a CV syllable.” (De
Jong 2001: 198) Both glottalization and resyllatafion are strategies to avoid vowel
hiatus, which is a tendency present in all theaha@guages discussed in this thesis
(Mompean and Gémez 2011: 1417).

20



2.5 Factors influencing the occurrence of glottalteps in speech

My bachelor thesis focused on the influence of spaate, speech style and prosodic
structure on the occurrence of glottal stops inlishgpeech produced by native
speakers of English and by Czech learners of Bmnglise results confirmed that speech
rate and prosodic structure of an utterance arealytconnected and that they
influence each other and the occurrence of glsttaping in speech. In the present
thesis, more factors are consulted which have pusly been found to be influencing
glottalization.

In this chapter, the influence of speech rategspestyle and prosodic structure
of speech are going to be commented on and thieer, possibly influential factors are
going to be discussed.

2.5.1 Speech rate

The main types of speech with respect to ratgairgg to be considered in this section.
Speech rate should be distinguished from artiaatate. The articulation rate is
defined as “the measure of rate of speaking in whltpauses are excluded from the
calculation” (e.g. in Dankovova 1999: 269). Speech rate, on the other hard, is
complex measure which “includes pauses as weli@articulation rate” (e.g. in
Dankoviova 1997: 287).

According to rate of speech, the basic speech tgpeslow, normal and fast
speech. In the slow or normal speech, it is mawdylithat the citation forms of words
will be pronounced than in the fast speech whegeptionetic processes described in
chapter 2.1, mainly various kinds of reductiong.(¢he vowel reduction) are likely to
occur. About that, Smith (2002: 241) notes that-fioal vowels are reduced more than
final vowels. As a result of higher speech rate, dlticulation of some words can even
be deformed in casual speech (e.g. in Ma@96: 182), because the time needed for
exact articulation is shortened. It is also gemgitalown that every speaker has his
individual rate of speech, which depends on higspéabits, mood and temper, and
also on the importance of the conveyed informasind the attitude of the speaker
towards it (Hala 1962: 253).

In addition, Weinghartova (2011: 34) states inMér thesis that the speech
tempo itself is influenced by other factors in attspeech, e.g. by the contrastive vowel
length, lengthening in connection with stress, teaging at the phrase ends etc.
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2.5.2 Speech style

Speech rate is further related to speech stylegge&koreman 2006: 583). The two
types of speech which are usually distinguishefiaspeech style are careful and
casual (or even sloppy) speech. It is generallpssed that the higher the rate of
speech, the more casual the speech itself. Vapbosetic changes are more likely to
occur in casual than in careful speech (M&2@04: 432). Other factors that influence
the phonetic changes are also whether the spe@cbpared (e.g. the read aloud speech
or the so called lab speech) or utterly spontand®ead speech may contain more
carefully pronounced words, hence more glottaliwedd-initial vowels (Rodgers 1999:
178).

2.5.3 Prosodic patterns of speech and their intenplvith speech rate

Speech is organized according to certain pros@ditufes such as pitch, sound length
or loudness, which contribute to the creation oflspdic patterns in speech. Single
sounds are organized into larger units of prosstiieccture. These units constitute a
certain hierarchy together. The basic prosodicisrsyllable. Syllables are organized
into rhythmic units called stress groups or feet #ren into higher prosodic units called
intonational phrases or tone units (e.g. in Donetlad. 2008: 2).

Each stress group has one stress. The tone uait®armposed of more stress
groups which all have their own stresses and, ditiath, each tone unit as a whole has
its main stress, called the pitch accent or pitokss. There is a certain intonational
pattern extending over the whole tone unit, makimgcomplex unit. The speaker
divides his speech according to certain syntacticssemantic features which suggest
that the words and phrases within one tone unitrarially more interconnected than
they are with other words and phrases in the neigtibg tone units (Volin 2010: 58).

Tone units may be separated, amongst other mieatsnger or shorter pauses.
When speech rate is low or normal, pauses are quasdly longer because the speaker
is not under pressure to continue further quicklg he makes more pauses between
tone units. On the contrary, it has been observadhigh speech rate results in fewer
and shorter pauses made by the speaker (see Ba@8iker105, Lass 1970: 275 or
Crystal and House 1982: 708). As pauses are usualtiers of the boundary between
two tone units, fewer pauses made in fast speetibate that tone units are in discourse

connected with each other by the speaker. As dtyéisere are fewer and longer tone
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units produced at high speech rate in comparistim marmal (or low) speech rate
(Trouvain and Grice 1999: 1070).

Boundaries between the units of the prosodic siraare called prosodic
boundaries. They are signalled by boundary markees of which is the already
mentioned presence of a pause which is the mostoonibut not the only) marker.
Other boundary markers include pitch movement withe phrase, completion of the
intonational pattern within the tone unit, phrasef syllable lengthening, faster tempo
of initial unstressed syllables after the boundahgnges in amplitude or changes in the
voice quality (see Dankosdva et al. 2004: 18). These boundary markers a@ us
differently by different speakers. As well as tlsage, also the combination of these
markers is individual. The markers can be usedraggg, together or not at all by
various speakers (Danka@uava et al. 2004:19).

Prosodic boundaries between prosodic units vasgrength (see e.g. Palkova
1994a: 300)The strength scale follows the hierarchy of prosauatiits, described e.g. in
Dub¢da (2005: 126), and starts with the boundaries éetvsyllables which are the
weakest and continues up to the boundaries bett@eerunits which are the strongest.
The boundary strength is an important factor irganizing the tone units under the
influence of an accelerated speech rate. The strahg boundary is, the greater the
possibility that the two units it divides will remmaseparated even at high speech rate.
On the other hand, the units with weak boundaged to be combined into one.

To sum it up, speech rate and the number of taite un spoken English are in
reverse proportion. Increased speech rate resuttiosodic division of speech into
fewer and larger tone units. The same tendencyezpipl Czech (Palkova 1994a: 290)
and German (Koreman 2006: 582). The boundary mager also the same in all the
three languages.

The impact of increased speech rate on the divisi@peech into fewer and
larger tone units is closely related to the phenwar@ glottalization, resyllabification
and linking phenomena such as linkingand intrusivér/, transientj/ and transientw/
and their changes at the accelerated speechmaterrhal (or low) speech rate, the
glottal stop can be used before a vowel to pretrentowel from merging with the
preceding segment, or to emphasize the word asyttheble beginning with a vowel.
The speaker can also use the glottal stop in leyweech rate for the sake of
distinctiveness of his speech. In fast speechhemther hand, the glottal stop is often

omitted because the speech is divided into fewdrd@mger tone units and therefore
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there are fewer contexts for the glottal stop taded. Instead, a vowel hiatus might
occur, e.g. in the already mentiorsgbperation If speech rate is very high, the two
identical vowels can even merge into a single artkis word. In other cases, it holds
true that where the various linking phenomena waadable, they are usually also
applied, e.qg. linkindr/ in the phraséhe docto escapestransient]/ in three envelopes
or resyllabification irthe presidenarrived.

The only circumstance under which a glottal skogenerally retained even at
high speech rate is when it occurs at the beginaireglarger prosodic unit, i.e. tone
unit. In this position, ideally combined with a peeling pause, glottalization of the
preceding segment or a pitch accent on the paatigyllable, it serves as a boundary
strengthening phenomenon (Dilley et al. 1996: 4B8}.in all the other cases, when the
glottal stop is placed inside a tone unit, the nendj glottal stops is reduced at high
speech rate or the glottal stops may also be cdetpléeleted from speech (Koreman
2006: 592).

The process of glottal stop omission in the nanainposition of the tone unit,
induced by the acceleration of speech rate, ietlannected with the process of
resyllabification. | already described resyllakafion and glottal stopping as being in a
mutually exclusive relationship. This is even mooticeable at a high speech rate. It
has been proved that coda consonants are residthlbg onset consonants of the
following word at high speech rates (see De Jorif 2097, Krakow 1999: 47). If a
glottal stop is not realized at the beginning & Word as a result of an increased speech
rate, resyllabification is activated when possémdeone of the phenomena opposing to
glottalization, thus “repairing” the arisen emptyset.

The other phenomena opposing to glottalizatiortteeealready described
linking sounds. They are often combined with resyification, e.g. in the phrasiee
directa_is. The/r/, in the non-rhotic variants of English, is notlized at the end of the
word. But in this case, the linkirld is realized because of the following vowel in arde
to avoid a vowel hiatus or the use of the glottapsand the consequent discontinuous
impression of the produced speech. In addition/rfhees the coda consonant of the first
word is directly resyllabified as the onset consurad the following word, i.e. of the
wordis. Not only linking/r/, but also other linking phenomena are used irséme way
at high speech rates along with resyllabificatibiney are resyllabified as the onsets of

the following words, e.g. the intrusive is inserted between the two vowels in the
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phrase_amia and Isabeland resyllabified as the onset consonant of theland
Similarly, transientj/ is inserted between the two vowels in the phraagy ears and
resyllabified as the onset consonant of the sewemrd. And finally, also transieriv/
can be inserted between two vowels at high spesdelrand resyllabified as the onset,
e.g. in the phrasgou are.

To summarize, the increased rate of spoken Enggsiits in reduction of the
number of glottal stops combined with the consetjuesyllabification of coda
consonants as the onset consonants of the followard and with the occurrence of
linking phenomena. The glottal stop is the mostliiko be retained in the initial
position of a tone unit where its prosodic roledfoundary marker is too strong to be
broken.

Czech is, as was already mentioned, similar tdi&mgt high speech rates as for
the division of speech into fewer and longer tonisuSimé&kova et al. 2013b). The
same principle applies for German (Trouvain anad&1i999). Another similarity is that
the number of glottal stops as a demarcating misanresluced at high speech rates in
Czech and German (Volin 2010: 62, Pavelkova 208 1Wdese 1996: 59). The glottal
stops do not have the same importance at prosdgtedng boundaries (i.e. tone unit
boundaries) in Czech and German as in English,usecthey are used much more
extensively before word-initial vowels in Czecheawon prosodically weaker
boundaries. It is caused by the fact that theystedard in both languages.
Nevertheless, when speech rate is accelerated|dtial stops at prosodically strong
boundaries are naturally more likely to be realiteath the glottal at weaker boundaries
in both languages.

As for English produced by Czech speakers, Biasid Volin (2010: 23) found
out that the prosodic structure of English doeshaet any importance for the use of
the glottal stop by Czech speakers of Englishhéirtstudy, their English and Czech
subjects read two BBC news bulletins at a normeésh rate. Czech speakers of
English glottalized nearly 100 % of the tokenslatase boundaries and only slightly
fewer tokens at non-phrase boundaries, wheredsrbksh speakers glottalized about
50 % of the tokens at phrase boundaries and tlodtalized only seldom at non-phrase
boundaries (see Bissiri and Volin 2010: 27). Theeselts can be further supported by
an earlier study by Volin, in which he focused ba glottalization of the preposition
“of” by English speakers compared to Czech speakieEnglish. In his research, the
Czech speakers of English glottalized the premositof’ in 73, 4 % of all its incidents,
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whereas the English speakers only in 9 % of ind&lésee Volin 2003b: 15f). These
findings prove that the glottal stop usage pos&samg interference of Czech in English
by Czech speakers of English. It can be describedreegative transfer (see Gass and
Selinker 2001: 67).

Despite the fact that glottalization is overusgdizech speakers when speaking
English, the pilot study in my BA thesis has proveat accelerating the speech rate can
make Czech speakers divide their speech into famgionger tone units and
consequently drop a considerable amount of glettgds inside tone units. Although
resyllabification is generally perceived as nomdtad and unnatural in Czech, the
subjects did resyllabify in the cases where thepded glottal stops. It is known that
there is a certain tendency to compensate theHafghe consonants and vowels in the
CV-sequences (Machand Skarnitzl 2007: 537), and that there is adang to
resyllabify in Moravian speakers, and most of thigjects were from Moravia. As there
are no similar linking sounds in Czech as therdraienglish, the subjects used them
rather incidentally. Glottal stops at the beginsiod tone units were retained in most
cases because of the strong prosodic boundaryn@oe details of the study, see
Kolarova 2012).

2.5.4 Stress

It is widely recognized in literature that wordgybiing with a stressed vowel are more
likely to be reinforced by a glottal stop than thestressed ones in all the three
languages observed (e.g. in Umeda 1978: 88, Dalley. 1996: 432, Redi and
Shattuck-Hufnagel 2001: 408, Garellek 2012b: 10#&kblva 1995: 25, Hala 1962: 293,
Pavelkova 2001: 83, Rodgers 1999: 179, Malisz.€2Gd3: 119, Pompino-Marschall
and Zygis 2010: 2, etc.). In addition, when a wieedinning with an unstressed syllable
is pronounced with a glottal stop, the unstresgédtge at the beginning receives more
prominence as a rule, which is what exposes mastées of English as being foreign
when speaking English.

Volin et al. (2012: 174) even state that word stntributes to the distribution
of glottal stops before word-initial vowels crogsguistically and they add that it is also
the other way round — the presence of a glottal atdhe beginning of a word not only
reflects the prosodic structure of the utteranae abso the semantics and prominence of
the given word.
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According to Dieling (1992: 112), there may be fhedlence between Czech and
German as far as word stress is concerned beamishe states in her cross-linguistic
study, the contrasts between stressed and unsire@ssds are not as prominent in
Czech as they are in German. As for the stressmsgsof the three languages, German
and English are similar because these languageseheomplex stress system where the
stress is not fixed (e.g. Malisz et al. 2013: 1B2},in a way, it is fixed because it
always falls on a particular syllable in a partasulvord (e.g. in Cruttenden 2008: 221).
In Czech, stress is fixed and falls on the firdiadye of a word or, in exceptional cases,
on the preceding syllabic preposition to form aspitic word (e.g. in krkova 1995:

25). Monosyllabic words in all three languages nusg stress and consequently be

attached to the preceding or following word.

2.5.5 Frequency of the word

As | already mentioned in section 2.1, the freqyesfaa given word can influence its
realization. | already discussed that according§hockey (2003:15), the more frequent
a word is among speakers, the more likely it iseadeduced in actual speech.
Importantly, word frequency also plays a role iattglization because when a word is
frequently used in the given language, it is ldsay to be reinforced by a glottal stop
than an infrequent one (Umeda 1978: 88). Agais, shkatement applies for all the three
languages (e.g. Hala 1962: 293, Garellek 2012a: 1).

2.5.6 Word type

Another factor that influences glottalization of ngtanitial vowels is the type of the
word, i.e. if it is a function word or a content o Greenbaum and Quirk (1990: 16)
give an explanation of these two types as follows:

Function words belong to the so called closedsabdisvords, meaning that they
are remaining unchanged in the language. Thesesvpdag a major part in the English
grammar. Pronouns, determiners, primary vetto®€§, modal verbsdan, mighy,
prepositions, and conjunctions are the main reptatiees of function words.

Content words are nouns, adjectives, full vetbsin), and adverbs. These
words belong to the so called open class of wadrdsy are called open class because
they are constantly changing their status as oldisvdrop out of the language and are

replaced by new ones.
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Matthews (1997) defines content words as words wiexical meaning and
function words as words with a grammatical meaning.

As for glottalization of function versus contendngs, evidence from literature
suggests that content words are more likely torbegfih a glottal stops than function
words (Umeda 1978 88, Rodgers 1999: 179, GareaR&: 1, Malisz et al. 2013:
126).

The factors of word class and sentence accers&tmay interact in the way
that function words are typically unaccented andcgented words sometimes may be
less clearly articulated than the accented oreswithout the realization of a glottal
stop (Rodgers 1999: 178). The fact that a wordkieeea function word or a content
word and that it is stressed or unstressed fuititerplays with the factor of frequency
of the word discussed in section 2.5.5 becauseenbmtords, which are more likely to
be accented, are typically less frequent than fanatords, which are not accented
very often. These three factors are thus very blasmnected with one another.

Another factor which could be influencing glotttion in the given context,
together with the other factors mentioned, is |erajtthe target word, which could also
interact with the length of the preceding or evéthe following word. The intensity of
influence of word length on word-initial vowel ptegalization is uncertain because we
are not aware of a study mentioning word lengthassibly influential for vowel

preglottalization.

2.5.7 Vowel height

Recent studies have found that the height of theviong vowel influences the
presence or absence of glottal stops to a consildeeatent. When a vowel is low, it is
much more likely to be preceded by a glottal stamtwhen it is high or mid-low
(Brunner and Zygis 2011: 376, Malisz et al. 2013)1 Brunner and Zygis (2011: 379)
further note that it appears that glottal soundsesyatically co-occur with low vowels,
and because that falls within the area of the@dtmon process, it is a cross-linguistic
tendency.
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2.5.8 Syntactic structure

Another factor that could possibly influence glb#ation of word-initial vowels is the
position of the word within a certain syntacticraechy. There have been studies
carried out in order to find out what is the raatbetween the syntactic and
phonological structure of languages. These studigely agree on the fact that
syntactic structure of languages is a part of ptgswhich contains information about it
(Langus et al. 2012, Féry 2008, Penner et al. 200@®sodic hierarchies, according to
Féry (2008: 271) and Langus et al. (2012: 286)twrahe insight that syntactic units
are mapped onto prosodic units of different siegen if the mapping is not strictly
isomorphic. They add that all phrasal syntacticrtatzwies are signalled by prosodic
boundaries — and not reversely — because thefevaes different levels in prosody
than there are in syntax.

Selkirk (1986: 373) states that prosodic structira language is constituted on
the basis of syntactic structure and hence itasotte to be influencing the phonological
structure. This notion suggests that the prosddictire is more important than the
syntactic structure as for the relation to phongl@&glkirk (1986: 400) observes that
seemingly, the relations between constituentsduiasece never play a role in the
sentence phonology. In her another study, she aitta¢ "in the unmarked case,
phonological rules of sentence grammar are affdayesintactic structure only
indirectly” (Selkirk 1984: 9).

In Selkirk’s study (1984: 303), sandhi rules asoaddressed, i.e. the rules
about phonetic changes of words at word boundargee states here that these rules
are more likely to apply in the syntactic enviromtsewhere pauses are not likely to be
realized. One of such rules that she discusség isd calledaddoppiamento sintattico
an Italian term used for the phenomenon of genongilongation) of a word-initial
consonant arising in certain sentential contextteugertain phonological conditions
(e.g. the preceding word must end in a main-stcegeeel). Although certain
sentential contexts are required for the occurr@ftkis phenomenon in Italian, Selkirk
states that a main domain f@ddoppiamento sintatticis a tone unit, which
contributes to the suggestion that syntactic stinectioes not play a more significant
role in phonology (and hence in the glottalizatiiscussed in this thesis) than the
prosodic structure of a language does.
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2.5.9 The preceding segment

The role of the preceding segment in assigningallaation to the following word-
initial vowel has also been discussed in literafitalisz et al. 2013: 119, Pompino-
Marschall and Zygis 2010: 1, Redi and Shattuck-ldgét 2001: 409, Umeda 1978: 91).

When the preceding segment is a plosive, a glsttgl is most probably going
to be realized (Malisz et al. 2013: 123). Skarni2fl04: 67) also observed that the
voicing of the preceding segment was influencirgremalization of glottalization. He
differentiated between full glottal stops, whichresenore often preceded by voiceless
sounds, and creaks, which were preceded mostlyicgd sounds as a means of saving
the articulatory energy because the creak itsafasntinuous sound which involves
vibration of the vocal folds, and that is why itgsier to articulate this sound after a
voiced segment. This is important for Czech learéEnglish because in Czech, final
devoicing is standard at the end of the word (Skoga et al. 2013a), which makes
speakers pronounce the following vowel with a gllostop. However, as was already
mentioned in sections 2.3.1 and 2.4.3, there giemal differences within the Czech
speech and final devoicing is more typical for Bolen Czech speakers, whereas
Moravian Czech speakers rather tend to retain die@ng and resyllabify instead.
Pavelkova (2001: 82) states that a preceding sahtaaors glottalization and as for
vowel sequences, she states that if the precediwghis the same as the one which is
possible to be glottalized, glottal stop is mokelly to occur than when it is different.
Umeda (1978: 93) came to the conclusion that semsenf two vowels had more
chance to receive glottalization than sequencesmsonants and vowels, and when it
came to consonants, the voiceless ones were mesip®to be followed by a glottal
stop than the voiced ones.

Simé&kova et al. (2013a) compared five different presgdiontexts — voiced
obstruents, sonorants, linking /r/, high front vbyileand high back vowel /u/. Voiced
obstruents were linked to the following word-init@wel more often (56 %) than the
other contexts. This context differed significarftigm the contexts with sonorants
(34%), linking /r/s (32%), and the high front voweil (39%). The final high back
vowel /u/ showed a considerably high amount ofilgk(47%) as well.

The degree of importance of the preceding segfoetiie occurrence of a
glottal stop seems to be disputed in literatureabse while Malisz et al. (2013: 14)

assign a particular importance to it, Dilley at(aPR96: 423) state that this factor
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performs only a small influence in comparison toens and Umeda (1978: 91) came to

the same observation.

2.5.10 Gender

In their study, Redi and Shattuck-Hufnagel (200d9)4consult the influence of gender
on glottalization and they state that previous istsdrought conflicting results, which
could have been caused by anatomical, sociolinguststructural factor or by a
combination of those.

It is though generally assumed that women glagathore than men (Garellek
2012a: 1). In Volin’s (2012: 51) study focusing@pech, female newsreaders
glottalized 97% and in spontaneous dialogues, fersdakers glottalized 65% of all
possible contexts, whereas the respective peraemtagre 88% and 41% for the male

subjects.

2.5.11 Comparative studies on factors influencinptalization

There have been several various studies condugtedhe aim to find out which of the
factors, chosen by the authors, would influencétgliaation of initial vowels the most.

In her analysis of read speech material, Umedag)l€oncentrated on stress,
frequency and type of the word, segmental contexd,individual speech style. She
came to the conclusion that the individual styléhef speaker, which she called “the
speaker’s mannerism”, was the most significant beeahe found considerable
differences among her subjects, e.g. the frequehtlye usage of the glottal stop on the
stressed vowel at the beginning of a content wanded from 25 to 80 per cent. The
factors of word frequency and word type were fotmte both influencing
glottalization to an equally significant extentdaas for the segmental context
preceding the particular vowel, she observed thegtnaa vowel is preceded by a vowel,
the possibility of the use of a glottal stop igglrwhen compared to a preceding
consonant and that voiceless consonants are mesibjoto be followed by a glottal
stop than voiced consonants. Nevertheless, shexldtat these are only tendencies and
that the segmental context is not as influentidhasother predictors.

Rodgers (1999) focused on four factors in Gernpeesh: speech style, word
class (word type), position of the given word inwterance, and sentence accent. On

the very start, he warned that these four factag mteract with each other. As for
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speech style, he considered spontaneous versuspeadh. As for the other three, he
was also looking at dichotomic variables functiamient words, phrase-internal/-
external position of the word, and stressed/unseéesyllable. This study was
conducted only to state which of the features withe dichotomic variables was more
likely to result in the word being glottalized,.ilee found that content words are more
likely to begin with a glottal stop than functioromds, and the like. Rodgers did not
compare the four chosen factors in order to dafieemost influential one.

Pompino-Marschall and Zygis (2010) looked at gliitation in dependence on
speech rate, word type, word accent, phrasal positihe height of the following vowel,
and segmental level. This study also dealt withn@zer speech. They stated that the
glottal stop’s behavior in a number of languagdsaisl to be defined because it is
dependent on several parameters and moreovertelgspialready well-defined rules
regarding its use, its presence or absence isshject to various variations, including
the inter-speaker variation. Their results confidntiee suggestion that the occurrence of
glottalization is remarkably variable, but over#liey found a superiority of speech rate
over the other factors. They also found that gliatiion largely depends on the
segmental level and on the height of the followyogvel.

Garellek (2012a) conducted a similar study foagigin English. He was
watching prosodic, lexical and segmental infornmatisut he mainly looked at the type
of glottalization, which is not relevant for therpases of this thesis. He found that
glottal stops are dependent on prosodic featuréseofitterance and on the stress of the
word the most.

Malisz et al. (2013) compared German to Polisthair study. They controlled
the speech style, prominence (stress), phrasaigosspeech rate, word type,
preceding segment, and the height of the followiogel. Their findings confirm that
stress and prosody interact with each other artddlather they influence
glottalization in German the most. They also foargtrong effect of speech rate which

has shown to be influencing prepared speeches tinaneread speech.
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3 Research questions and hypotheses

As follows from the above mentioned studies, thedis which seem to influence
glottalization of word-initial vowels the most aspeech rate, prosodic patterns of
speech, and word stress. Frequency and type @fdletare closely connected to word
stress, and word length may interact with theswfa@as well; therefore they seem to
influence glottalization considerably as well. To&e of the phonological
characteristics of the preceding segment is dispbatéterature and vowel height is not
discussed extensively in many studies because igaimed importance only recently,
but according to these studies, it also noticeatflyences glottalization phenomena. In
my bachelor thesis, | focused on speech rate (whicbnnected to speech style to a
considerable extent) and prosody. These factorgeprto be combining in influencing
the occurrence of glottal stops before word-intiavels. The increase in speech rate
was confirmed to be influential in forcing Czecleakers of English to drop a
considerable amount of glottal stops and to usgdlabsfied consonants instead.

More factors which have been found significantgoedicting the occurrence of
glottal stops before word-initial vowels will bealewith in this thesis. The focus will
be on English speech produced by Czech and Germaamelrs of English. The
influence of prosodic prominence, i.e. the presemabsence of a prosodic break or of
a pitch accent, related to prosodic boundary strengll no longer be considered in the
pilot study because it has already been suffiggesthfirmed to be reliable in predicting
the occurrence of glottal stops by many studies (¢meda 1978, Koreman 2006,
Scobbie and Pouplier 2010, Wiese 1996, Rodgers, P#lRova 1994a) and therefore it
IS not necessary to be included in the presenysisalSpeech rate, on the other hand,
will be included as a factor because whilst prosduleaks are exerting an
approximately equal amount of influence on glottation in all the three languages
observed (Butcher 1981, Lass 1970, Palkova 199d&rkan 2006), these languages,
mainly German and Czech, have not yet been compdétkedaespect to the influence of
speech rate on glottal stopping. An aim is alscatafirm the results of the pilot study in
my BA thesis regarding the importance of influen€speech rate on glottalization in

Czech-accented English. Relatively shorter sente(gingle tone units) will be used in
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the pilot study to observe how the other factorstigoute to the realization of
glottalization.

Similarly as in the pilot study in my BA thesisjs highly predictable that
speech rate will again be very influential in makthe Moravian Czech and German
speakers of English drop a significant amount oftgl stops. As the EFL (English as a
foreign language) learners are the focus of thaysttiis also predictable that the triplet
of factors including frequency of the word, wordess, and word type, which are
considerably interacting with one another (as showsection 2.5.6), will be the most
influential together with speech rate. Word lengplld also contribute to their
influence; longer words are expected to be pregiatid more than the shorter ones.
Infrequent words are pronounced with a glottal stage than the frequent words even
by native speakers of English, so it is predictdhé they will be preglottalized even
more by EFL learners. Content words are mostly nrdrequent and thus
preglottalized than function words, and as forsstré is known to be playing an
important role both in Czech and in German. In Gzédue first syllable of a word is
always stressed as a rule. German word stress thatdixed and because of that, it
may influence preglottalization of word-initial veds less than it does in Czech, but at
the same time, it falls on the initial syllableaotvord very often.

As regards the two groups of subjects examinglddrstudy, it is predicted that,
despite the fact that German and Czech have beei feery similar in how their
glottal stopping is influenced by the various fastdiscussed in chapter 2.5, the
German group will be found to glottalize more thla@ Czech group which is composed
of Moravian Czech learners of English, who are nii&edy to resyllabify than would

be the Bohemian part of the Czech population.
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4  Methodology

4.1  Participants

For the purposes of the pilot study, three grodgsadicipants were recorded —
Moravian Czech learners of English, German learaEEnglish and a group of native
speakers of English.

There were 19 subjects included in the Moraviaad@zgroup, 10 female and 9
male. All of them were from Moravian towns and thege was between 24 and 30
years. Their English was on an advanced level (iEteor higher of the Common
European Framework of Reference for Languages)y Weee predominantly students,
either English philology students or students afthar major, and some of them had
already finished their studies. Their command aflsh was, irrespective of their
student status, on an equal or comparable level.

The German group consisted of 12 German learrigtaglish, 5 female and 7
male, between 20 and 50 years of age. As the Mama@zech group of subjects, this
group also included learners whose English wasaedaanced level (level C1 or
higher of the Common European Framework of ReferdocLanguages), and it
comprised mostly students of various different satg and full-time working people
permanently residing in the northern part of Gerynam addition, there were three
university teachers included in this group who wagréhe time temporarily residing in
the Czech Republic. Despite considerable interesuibbjariability in age, student/work
status and residence, the level of English was ematgbe in all the subjects included.

The native speakers group consisted of one Amermae British, and one
Australian subjects, 2 female and 1 male. Theirragged from 20 to 25 years of age
and they were all students of either English om@er studies, transitorily residing in
Berlin, Germany, for their exchange study progrtireerved as a control group in the
study and its purpose was to support the claimatabe influence of various factors on
preglottalization of word-initial vowels in Englishade in section 2.5.

None of the participants in all the three growggsorted any speaking or hearing
impairment or any kind of difficulty which would @vent them from fulfilling their task

in the pilot study properly.
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4.2  Stimuli

A set of 30 sentences was used for the purpostee giilot study. The sentences
consisted of 4 to 9 words (the majority of thera, 24 sentences, contained 6 or 7
words). They were all pronounceable as a single tomt. In one sentence, 1t0 5
vowel-initial target words were included which cddle either preglottalized or linked
to the previous word by means of one of the linkphgnomena. There were 76 target
words present in the set of the 30 stimulus seeteattogether. These target words
were preceded by words which ended in a voicedvaiceless obstruent, a sonorant, or
a vowel. The target words and the preceding andviidig words were of diverse type,
frequency and length.

A recording of a female American speaker of Efglias also used in the study.
The speaker was recorded reading the 30 stimuhisrsees aloud separately and this
recording was then used as a means of increasengptech tempo of the subjects. She
was instructed to read the sentences as fast algoand to avoid preglottalizing
vowels in the target words. Every sentence wasdecbas a separate sound file. A
PowerPoint presentation (PPT) was then creatediohweach slide showed one
stimulus sentence. In each slide, the recordingetorresponding sentence was
inserted.

In the PPT, the slides of the 30 sentences weeeded by 2 slides of trial
sentences for the purpose of the speakers hawihgrace to get used to their task.

In addition, the Moravian Czech and German subjaldo read a short text in
their native language. The Czech text was an ekéenm an article about the 2014
Olympic Games taken from the Czech magazine Reflg2014) website. Its length was
137 words in total (one minute of reading at theximam). There were 22 vowel-initial
words with the context for glottalization or linkinThe German text was a compilation
of two article excerpts about elephants found @Glerman websites of Planet Wissen
(2014) and World Wildlife Fund (2014). It was attex 81 words of length (maximum
of one minute’s reading as well) with 23 contextsdlottalization or linking. Both
texts were stylistically comparable.

The English stimulus sentences and short CzeclGanchan texts can be found
in the appendices (Chapters 12.1, 12.2, and 12.3).
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4.3 Procedure

Subjects in all three groups were recorded reatiagtimulus sentences and texts in a
quiet room using a voice recorder on a HTC smariph@8eats Audio software).

The German and Moravian Czech speakers firsttteadhort texts in their
respective mother tongues. They read the shortwese, first at their normal speech
rate and then at a high speech rate. They altheadtempo of speech by themselves in
this part of the study, according to their capébsi speaking habits and to how fast
they naturally speak.

Then, all participants were recorded reading thglish sentences displayed one
at a time via PPT with one sentence per slide. T instructed to read each
sentence three times — first at their normal teofgpeech, then faster (again, they
accelerated their speech rate themselves and agadsentence as fast as it was still
possible for them), and lastly, the sound file with recording of the American speaker
reading the same sentence was played aloud todhdrthey were instructed to read
the sentence in a similar way and to try to imitaeespeaker (including her speech
tempo) as much as possible.

The participants practised reading the texts hagséntences in advance in order
to be fluent. They were not recorded until it wasilokless that they fully understood the
instructions.

Similarly as in my bachelor thesis, | compare tmethods of having the
speakers increase their speech rate in EnglighelBA thesis, the self-controlled
increasing of tempo (the subjects increased teaipb by themselves without the help
of any tools) was compared to shadowing (the stbjeied to accommodate their
speech tempo to the speech tempo of a speakereiidiéard in their headphones, as
they were reading the same text as the speakke iretording along with them). The
self-controlled method of increasing tempo was tborore useful for this purpose and
made the participants increase their speech rat@@mounce fewer glottal stops.
Reading along with a model made participants readext more quickly, but at the
same time they tended to copy the pronunciatidh@imodel speaker too much (they
pronounced fewer glottal stops, but not only infdm, but also in the normal speech
tempo, as the model speaker in the recording did).

In the English part of the pilot study reportedhis thesis, | again attempted to

compare two methods of increasing the non-nativegyaants’ speech rate and by
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doing so, to force them to decrease the numbelotthgystops realized in their English.
The first method, namely the “self-controlled cdradi”, that was already used in my
BA thesis, was retained because it has proved signdficantly influencing
glottalization of Czech speakers of English. Inphesent thesis it was observed how it
influences Czech speakers of English when compardte German participants. The
second method which was used to make speakersggctleir speech tempo was the
imitation task described above. Imitation is simt@the “Shadowing condition” used
in my BA thesis with the difference that in thiskaparticipants first hear the speaker
and then repeat after her. They do not read thesess simultaneously with the
speaker, which gives them a possibility to “forgetdre of the American speaker’s
speaking habits. The order of using the two metheass not counter-balanced. After
having been presented each of the slides in treeptation, participants first read the
text at a normal, then at an increased speechamadedastly they repeated reading it
after the model speaker in the sound file. Botls¢hmethods were included in the

analysis as the values which the factor of speetiptd could come to.

4.4 Initial analysis

The recording of one of the female Moravian Czeatfticipants had to be
excluded from the analysis due to a low qualitpoth of her recordings which made it
unintelligible and impossible to transcribe progerl

All of the taken recordings were listened to amdly, viewed as spectrograms
and waveforms in Praat (Boersma and Weenink 2@bfj)scribed. For glottalization,
the standard IPA symbo?™was inserted in bold before the particular wakd.for
linking, the actually realized sound was writteraasapital letter in bold at the
beginning of the word. The realization of the fisalind of the preceding word was also
transcribed. Information about stress of the gisgdiable and vowel height was
included in the transcripts as well. The transeradtall recordings can be found in the
appendices of this thesis (Sections 12.4, 12.%)12.

Despite the fact that participants had practisedirgy the texts, there were still
mistakes, hesitations and mispronunciations, whadhto be noted in the transcripts as
well. The letter “X” was written in bold as a laldel all these cases instead of the sign
of the glottal stop or any of the linking soundsg @hese cases were all excluded from

the analysis. Two target words were excluded cotelylén all the participants, namely
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the word “August” in the sentendavo years ago August was warnt@cause the
majority of subjects made a prosodic break aftemtbrd “ago”. The second excluded
word was “effort” in the last stimulus sentencedlad presentatiomhe manager always
has to spoil my immense effbgcause too many participants pronounced it wih th
main stress on the second instead of the firsalsid| which might have been due to the
fact that the word was unfamiliar to the particitsaifhere were also numerous
hesitations observed before pronouncing this pderavord, which caused a pause in
the reading of the sentence and therefore this waddto be excluded.

For each participant, a data table was createdaméhtarget word and its
context (i.e. the previous and the following wopéy line. It contained information
about all the factors which were considered inpifhe study. The values that each
factor could acquire were coded in the followingyw@lottalization (i.e. the dependent
variable) was coded as 1 and linking as 0 in tts diolumn as the dependent variable.
The other columns were designated for the indiMiaciors (i.e. independent
variables) and their values. The type of the ligkiontexts (LinkType) could be
resyllabification (R), resyllabification of /r/ (RRor glide (G). The target syllable,
containing the glottalization/linking context, cdle either stressed (S) or unstressed
(US). There were four types of the last segmeth®freceding word (PrevSeg) coded,
namely voiced obstruent (VO), voiceless obstruBx@) vowel (VOW) and sonorant
(SON). The vowel of the target syllable could hei low (L) or non-low (NL). The
coding of the speech tempo was NT for the normmapte FT for the fast tempo as
controlled by the participants themselves, andofTilie tempo of the participants in the
imitation task. Length of the preceding word (L)), target word (Length) and
following word (LengthF) was counted in syllablexlat ranged from 1 to 5 syllables.
Further, the type of the preceding word (TypeRpeaaword (Type) and following word
(TypeF) could be either a content (C) or a func{ienhword. Finally, the frequency of
these words (FregP, Freq, FrefqF) was also notétkitable. For the factor of
frequency, the rank in a frequency list (Wiktionafyequency lists 2014) was noted,
thus the more frequent the word, the lower the remalritten in the table. For an

overview of the individual factors, their valueadacodes, see Table 1 below.
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Table 1. Overview of factors, their values, and cass.

Factor ractor Value Value code
code

Type of the linking context LinkType| Resyllabifioa R
Resyllabification of
Irl RR
Glide G

Stress of the first syllable Stress Stressed S
Unstressed us

Type of the preceding segment  PrevSeg Voiced afostru | VO
Voiceless obstruent| DO
Vowel VOW
Sonorant SON

Vowel height VowHeig | Low L
Non-low NL

Speech tempo Tempo Normal tempo NT
Fast tempo FT
Imitation task tempo| IT

Length of the preceding word LengthP 1 -5 (sykabl (no code)

Length of the target word Length 1 -5 (syllables) |(no code)

Length of the following word LengthF 1-5 (syllab) (no code)

Type of the preceding word TypeP Content word C
Function word F

Type of the target word Type Content word C
Function word F

Type of the following word TypeF Content word C
Function word F

Frequency of the preceding

word FregP 1 o (rank) (no code)

Frequency of the target word Freq & {rank) (no code)

Frequency of the following word~reqF 1 <o (rank) (no code)
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The data tables were then individually analyzedgishe SPSS Statistics. A
logistic regression, specifically the Forward StegewLikelihood Ratio method, was
applied for data evaluation. This method is cafiEmpwise because the program
searches for a variable (i.e. one of the possitflyéntial factors) which predicts
glottalization the most. Secondly, it searchesraf@i another variable which, together
with the first one, significantly predicts glottadition and enhances the model. Another
variable is added to the model again in the thieg tc. In this way, more variables are
added stepwise to the model until all significamifjuential factors are found. The
number of steps may therefore vary among subjects.

Significant factors in individual speakers werertltounted and for the
Moravian Czech and German groups of participam®rdine sign test was performed
using the statistics website of the University @hgterdam (http://www.fon.hum.uva.nl/
Service/Statistics/Sign_Test.html) in order to deiae which of the factors were
significantly influencing glottalization within thehole group. Native speakers’ logistic
regression results will be given in the form of rdata for the purposes of comparison
and control.

The performances of the participants when reattiaghort texts in Czech and
German were transcribed as well. Glottalization lamidng rates for each participant
were counted separately and overall percentageeafdlottalization was calculated for
both subject groups.

Glottalization rates of Czech and German speakebsth tasks of the pilot
study were then tested by a repeated measures Avithvehe variables tempo (normal

vs. fast vs. imitation), gender (male vs. femaleJ language (Czech vs. German).
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5 Results

When a variable is evaluated as significant inltigestic regression it means that the
changes in the values it acquired significantly ipalated the glottalization rates of a
speaker. For each participant, a table with resudis acquired containing information
about all significant factors found in the forwateépwise method in the regression. An
example of such a table is Table 2 below showiegdsults of speaker “zp” from the
Moravian group. For this subject, significant vates were found in 6 steps, i.e. there
were 6 factors discovered which influenced glattiion rates of this speaker.
Significant variables were entered into the modehe following stepwise
order: stress, tempo, length of the preceding wawdiel height, type of the preceding
segment, and length of the target word. The infoionaconsidering whether a given
variable affected the presence or absence of gitips can be found in the first
column of the table labeled “B” (Beta factor) — wt@ée number is positive, the
presence of the variable supported glottalizatmal when it is negative, linking tended
to occur in the given context. As we can observié@ntable, all entered variables were
found significant (i.e. their significance rate wa€5) in influencing glottalization
right in the step in which they were added to tloelat, with the exception of the
PrevSeg (preceding segment) variable entered ififthestep with the significance rate
.229.
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Table 2. A sample result table of one participant.

| Variables in the Equation |

[ 8 | s Wald df Tig. Exp(B!
1.414 348 | 18.344 1 000 | 4114
080 245 134 1 714 | 1.004
1.404 369 | 14483 1 ao0 | 4070
15.302 2 000
1.700 481 | 13838 1 000 18T
-.704 s02 | 1.087 1 61 495
Conztant 1.038 428 | 5863 1 015 | 2.810
Step 3°  Sresa[l) 1.881 300 | 17.788 1 000 | 5.3
Tempo 13.568 2 Rilili]
Tsmpaot1) -1.863 497 | 14.079 1 000 155
754 514 | 2150 1 143 AT1
540 225 | 5774 1 018 | 1718
Bnata 050 B14 009 1 824 R TE
Step 4° 2.174 482 | 20318 1 000 | e7m
VowHeigl) & -1.063 488 | 4751 1 029 345
Tampa 15.509 2 000
Tempa(1) -1.803 508 | 14.004 1 000 A51
Tempao(2) -.748 521 | 2.083 1 51 AT3
LangthP 586 228 | 8813 1 10 | 1707
Conztant 080 B1d 013 1 10 033
- 2.380 524 | 20.863 1 .00 | 1e.808
4.320 3 229
1.008 527 | a3.83s 1 056 | 2735
203 510 153 1 808 | 1.225
PrevSeg@ | -20.770 | 18300.315 000 1 209 0o
VowHsig(l) | -1.008 498 | 4842 1 028 2334
Tampo 13.157 2 a0t
Tempa(1) ‘1801 510 | 12.023 1 o1 185
Tempa(2) 718 534 | 1.808 1 178 ABT
LengthP 885 242 | s.033 1 005 | 1.e83
Conztant 821 48 | 1211 1 27 A4
Step 6 Stresa[l) 2.418 535 | 20.441 1 000 | 11223
Prev3ag 5.522 3 A37
PrevSag(1) 1.071 538 | 3.087 1 048 | 2018
PravSag(2) 040 548 005 1 242 | 1.041
PravSag@ | -20.500 | 10408138 000 1 a0 000
VowHeig1) | -1.128 505 | 4079 1 026 a2
Tempo 13.434 2 0o
Tempa(1) 1.871 534 | 12.200 1 000 154
Tempa(2) 756 548 | 1.017 1 166 ATD
LengthP 820 289 | 9.286 1 a0z | 2
{Length’} a7 184 | a.z23 1 040 | 1.459
Bnatant 1.807 812 | 3030 1 047 184

Such variables with the significance rate highantt05 are then tested in
another way — they are excluded from the modelthadignificance of the difference
between the model with and without them is testadble 3 below shows us that,
although it is not marked as significant in théhfistep, the absence of the PrevSeg
variable in the model would influence the outcorhéhe test for this subject
significantly and therefore this variable is torbgarded as significant in influencing
glottalization of word-initial vowels as well asetlother five variables.
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Table 3. A sample table showing the significance ttie removal
of each factor from the model.

! Maodel if Term Removed I

Change in -2
Model Lag Log
Variable Likelinood Likelihood af
[ Step1 Stress 107 175 17.201 1 000
Step2?  Stress -97.753 15.207 1 000
Tempo -38.529 16.760 2 000
Step3  Stess -96.654 19.451 1 000
Tempo -95.503 17.148 2 000
LengthP -90.149 6.441 1 011
Step4  Stress -96.653 24 427 1 000
VowHeig -86.929 4.979 1 026
Tempo -93.028 17177 2 000
LengthP -BB.203 7.527 1 006
Step5  Stress -92.105 25.511 1 000
PrevSeg -84.439 10,180 3 017
VowHeig -31.699 5.100 1 024
Tempo -86.552 14.406 2 001
LengthP -84.145 9.592 1 002
Step 6 Stress 89773 25 475 1 000
#2558 11.046 3 011
VowHeig -79.655 5.239 1 022
Tempo -84.464 14 857 2 001
LengthP -82.949 11.827 1 001
Length -79.349 4,628 1 031

Result tables of all participants, including thetpalustrating significance of
removal of each factor from the model, can be vietimethe appendices (Chapter 12.7).
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5.1 Moravian Czech participants

Results of the logistic regression show that gliaiéion rates of each subject in this
group were significantly influenced by at leasga2tbrs. The number of significantly
influential factors ranged from 2 to 7 among spesikie Table 4 below, the first
column shows the number of influential factors anthe second column, the number
of participants influenced by the respective nundddactors is given. We can see that
the numbers are rather balanced, i.e. that theantle of different numbers of factors
on the glottalization of word-initial vowels vari@snong speakers — no pattern can be
observed in the whole group as regards how marigriamfluenced preglottalization in

individual speakers: some subjects were influergeféwer and some by more factors.

Table 4. Number of participants influenced by the espective

number of factors in the Moravian Czech group.

2 factors 4 participants
3 factors 2 participants
4 factors 3 participants
5 factors 4 participants
6 factors 3 participants
7 factors 2 participants

The numbers of participants whom the individuatdas have significantly
influenced were not that balanced. The number dfgi@ants whose glottal stopping
was significantly influenced by a given factor radgrom 1 to 16 participants. The
number of significantly influenced participants &yactor was low in most of the
factors (1 to 6 subjects). Only three out of theridependent variables (factors)
significantly influenced more than 10 out of théatd 8 participants. Table 5 visualizes
each factor and the number of participants it sicgmtly influenced in descending

order.
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Table 5. Number of participants influenced by the tyen factors
in the Moravian Czech group.

Stress of the target syllable 16 participants
Final segment of the preceding word 15 participants
Speech tempo 11 participants
Type of the target word 6 participants
Type of linking 6 participants
Length of the target word 5 participants
Length of the preceding word 5 participants
Frequency of the following word 3 participants
Vowel height 3 participants
Frequency of the preceding word 2 participants
Type of the preceding word 2 participants
Type of the following word 2 participants
Length of the following word 1 participant
Frequency of the target word 1 participant

As it was already pointed out in the methodologstise, an online sign test was
run to find out whether one of the factors was isicgntly influential for the whole
population in the group. Two out of all factors ee@valuated as significantly
influencing preglottalization of word-initial vowewithin the whole group, namely the
stress of the initial syllable in the target wopd=0.001) and the changes in the type of
the final segment in the preceding word (p = 0.008g changes in the variable of the
speech rate, which was third in the list of the miobuential factors within speakers,
were not found significant (p = 0.481).

As regards the factor of word stress, the valueklwietermined glottalization
significantly was “S”, i.e. when the syllable wdressed, a glottal stop was mostly
realized, and when it was unstressed, a linkireesgry was applied. The factor of the
type of the final segment in the preceding wordwattb more variation — in most cases,
voiceless obstruents determined glottalizationge@@iobstruents linking, and sonorants
and vowels mostly induced glottalization. Precediogels and voiceless obstruents
influenced the presence or absence of glottalimgjenerally more than preceding
sonorants or voiced obstruents.

All values of speech tempo were found influentmapredicting glottalization in
the speakers for whom this factor was found sigaift (normal tempo predicted more

glottal stops and fast and imitating tempo predict®re linking sounds). None of them
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was more dominant than the others in predictinglpttalization. Normal speech
tempo induced glottalization and fast speech teamubthe tempo in the imitation task
resulted in a significant increase in linking. Trhajority of word-initial vowels were
preglottalized no matter if they were low or nomldl'he presence of a low vowel at
the beginning of the target word resulted in aisicgntly lower rate of preglottalization
in 3 speakers (their percentage of glottalizatete of low vowels was lower than that
of non-low vowels). As regards type of linking, fhiesence of a resyllabification
context encouraged linking, a linking /r/ and alglcontext encouraged rather
glottalization. Initial vowels were preglottalizeabre often in content words than in
function words, and the type of the target worduiehced glottalization more than the
type of the preceding or the following word. As aeds word length, the data suggest
that the longer the preceding, target or followgyd, the higher rate of
preglottalization of the target word. The lengthlo# target and the preceding word was
more influential among subjects than the lengttheffollowing word. Word frequency
affected glottalization in the way that the morzequent the preceding, target or
following word, the bigger possibility for the irat vowel in the target word to be
preglottalized. Frequency of the following word whae most influential in this respect
(it affected glottalization of 3 subjects).

Table 6 below shows the percentages of glottatiman all the speakers and the
average percentage within this group. The percentagged from 38.3% to 92.8%
among the participants and the average percentagettalization was 71.1%.
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Table 6. Percentage of glottalization in the Moraxan Czech subjects.

Speaker Numbgr of Number of Nu_mb.er of realized Percer_ltage of
contexts in total| realized? linking sounds glottalization

dm 207 192 15 92.8%
ao 210 188 22 89.5%
bb 219 196 23 89.5%
mm 216 189 27 87.5%
kh 219 187 32 85.4%
jr 219 182 37 83.1%
Ip 222 184 38 82.9%
kg 216 168 48 77.8%
md 219 170 49 77.6%
zp 222 156 66 70.3%
pd 222 148 74 66.7%
vt 213 140 73 65.7%
jd 222 134 88 60.4%
ks 222 129 93 58.1%
mw 219 127 92 58%

pk 219 109 110 49.8%
th 222 103 119 46.4%
vn 222 85 137 38.3%

Average percentage of glottalization 71.1%

5.2 German participants

The number of significantly influential factors divered in the individual speakers in

the logistic regression ranged from 3 to 6 fact8imilarly as we saw it in the group of

the Moravian speakers, we can observe how manigiparts were influenced by a

given number of factors in the following table.

Table 7. Number of participants influenced by the espective number of

factors in the German group.

3 factors 4 participants
4 factors 2 participants
5 factors 3 participants
6 factors 3 participants
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The numbers are again rather balanced and theend&iof the different
numbers of factors was varied. No pattern was eesewithin this group as for how
many factors influenced preglottalization in théjsats.

The numbers of participants significantly influedd®y the individual factors
were not that balanced. The individual factorsueficed glottalization in 0 to 12
speakers. Similarly as in the Moravian group, theber of significantly influenced
participants out of the total of 12 participantsebgiven factor was in most cases low (0
to 4 speakers) and there were only three out oi4hiactors found in the logistic
regression to be influencing more than a half efghbjects in this group, namely the
factors of stress, type of the preceding segmetspeech tempo. The numbers of
participants whose glottal stopping was signifibamtfluenced by each factor are

shown in Table 8 below.

Table 8. Number of participants influenced by the yen

factors in the German group.

Stress of the target syllable 12 participants
Final segment of the preceding word 11 participants
Speech tempo 8 participants
Type of the target word 4 participants
Type of linking 3 participants
Type of the preceding word 3 participants
Frequency of the target word 3 participants
Frequency of the following word 2 participants
Vowel height 2 participants
Length of the target word 2 participants
Length of the preceding word 1 participant
Frequency of the preceding word 1 participant
Length of the following word 1 participant
Type of the following word 0 participants

Out of the 14 possible factors, 2 were evaluagesignificantly influencing
preglottalization of word-initial vowels by the spers in this group, namely the stress
of the initial syllable in the target word (p = 0X) and the changes in the type of the
final segment in the preceding word (p = 0.006)e Thanges in the third factor in the
list of the most influential factors, namely in th&lues of the speech rate variable, were
not found significant for the whole German popuat{p = 0.388).
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The value of the independent variable “Stress” Whietermined glottalization
was “S” which means that when the given syllabletaming the target vowel was
stressed, the vowel was mostly preglottalized. tfpe of the final segment in the
preceding word has shown that, similarly as inNtegavian group, voiceless obstruents
caused glottalization, voiced obstruents linkingd aonorants and vowels were mostly
followed by glottal stops. Overall, preceding vosvahd voiceless obstruents had a
more significant influence on the presence of &glstop or of a linking sound than
preceding sonorants or voiced obstruents.

As for the other significantly influential factorghich were not found significant
for the whole group but which played an importaoié in predicting glottalization in
individual speakers, all values that the factonip®” could acquire were approximately
equally influential, none of them was a dominamdactor for glottalization. Normal
speech tempo resulted in higher rates of glottédimaand fast and imitating tempo in
higher rates of linking. Similarly as in Moraviapeakers, vowel height was not
generally significant in predicting the presencealosence of glottal stops before word-
initial vowels. Two speakers’ glottalization waglienced by the presence of a low
vowel at the beginning of the target word (theirgeatage of glottalization rate of low
vowels was lower than that of non-low vowels). Witthe factor of linking type, the
changes mainly in the values of resyllabificatiowl éinking /r/ were found significant
in influencing glottalization. Glottal stops weratized mainly in the contexts of a
linking /r/ or a glide, whereas linking sounds wased predominantly in
resyllabification contexts. As for word type, iaitvowels in content words were
preglottalized more frequently than in function d®rand the type of the target or the
preceding word influenced glottalization more tliag type of the following word. The
length of the preceding, target or following wordsanot found very influential in the
regression — two speakers glottalized significantbyre when the target word was
longer, one speaker when the preceding word wagelpand one speaker glottalized
less when the following word was longer. The preseasf an infrequent preceding,
target or following word resulted in higher ratéghee target word preglottalization.
Most influential in this respect was the frequentyhe target word which affected
glottalization of 3 participants.

The percentages of glottalization in all the spesland the average percentage

within this group are presented in Table 9 belohe Ppercentage ranged from 40.5% to
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91.7% among the participants. The average percemtfaglottalization in this group
was 66.1%.

Table 9. Percentage of glottalization in the Germasubijects.

Speaker Numbgr of Number of Numb_er of realized Percer_ltage of
contexts in total| realized? linking sounds glottalization

bs 204 187 17 91.7%
Ss 213 176 37 82.6%
gk 216 169 47 78.2%
ns 210 158 52 75.2%
fs 222 164 58 73.9%
sV 222 151 71 68%
tp 222 148 74 66.7%
as 219 135 84 61.6%
js 222 125 97 56.3%
mb 222 124 98 55.9%
1] 219 94 125 42.9%
Kr 222 90 132 40.5%

Average percentage of glottalization 66.1%

5.3 Native speakers

The results of the logistic regression for the ¢hmative speakers of English included in
the study have shown that these speakers weresgagficantly influenced by 5 or 6
factors predicting preglottalization of word-initiowels. All three subjects were
significantly influenced by stress and speech terfaotors which influenced two of
the speakers were frequency of the target wora@ typhe target word, vowel height,
length of the preceding word, and type of the fsedment in the preceding word. The
factor of the type of the preceding word influencee of the participants.

As regards the values of stress, it was the v&uéstressed) that predicted
glottalization. All values of the factor of spedeimpo were found significantly
influential in all three speakers. At normal spetahpo, more glottal stops occurred,
and at fast and imitation tempos, more linking stsuwere found. Low vowels were
preglottalized less that non-low ones in one speakd in the two other speakers, low

vowels were glottalized and linked in an approxiehaequal measure. When the target
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word was a content word, preglottalization happenede than in function words; one
speaker’s glottal stopping was even influenced pyeaeding content word. As for the
type of the preceding segment, significant inflleena glottalization was exerted by a
preceding vowel or a voiced obstruent. Voiced alestts were followed by linking
sounds and so were mostly voiceless obstruentsramis were mostly followed by
glottal stops and vowels by both linking sounds gladtal stops. As for word length,
results suggest that the length of the precedinglwidluenced preglottalization of the
target word the most. When the target word wagqifent, it was more probable to be
preglottalized. Frequency of the preceding or tilWwing word was not significantly
influential for the native speakers.

Table 10 shows glottalization percentages of gfeakers in this group which
ranged from 28.3% to 49.8% and the average pemgemtaglottalization of these three
speakers which equaled 42.2%. The British speakersentage of glottalization was
the lowest and that of the American speaker wasiitjieest.

Table 10. Percentage of glottalization in the nate speakers.

Speaker Numbgr of Nurr_lber of Nu_mb_er of realized Percer_ltag_e of
contexts in total| realized?s linking sounds glottalization
Am. 213 106 107 49.8%
Aus. 222 108 114 48.6%
Brit. 219 62 157 28.3%
Average percentage of glottalization 42.2%

5.4 Influence of the two tempo-increasing methods

All participants increased their speech tempo ith bempo-increasing tasks, which
resulted in a decrease in the number of realizetlafjistops. According to the data it
appears that some speakers are forced to droplgdtips more when they increase
their speech tempo by themselves and for othezgnthation task was more useful in
this respect.

When Moravian speakers controlled their speeclpteby themselves, their
glottalization rates decreased by 1.4 to 59.5%\erage by 23%) as compared to the
glottalization percentage at normal speech tempw jrathe imitation task they
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decreased this percentage by 5.5 to 59.5% (in gegdia 22.7%). For 9 subjects, the
imitation task was more useful in making them pramze fewer word-initial glottal
stops, for 8 speakers the self-controlled incréaspeech tempo was more effective
and for 1 speaker, they were both equally useticéhtages of glottalization in

individual speakers at all three speech rates eandwed in the table below.

Table 11. Glottalization percentages of Moravian Cach subjects

at the three speech tempos.

Speaker| NT FT IT
dm 98.6%| 87% | 92.8%
kh 98.6% | 79.5%| 78.19
mm 97.2%| 94.4% 70.8%
ao 97.1%| 88.69%4 82.9%
jr 93.2% | 82.2%| 75.3%
bb 91.8% | 90.4% 86.3%
kg 91.7% | 75% 66.7%
Ip 90.5% | 79.7%| 78.4%
vt 88.7% | 57.7%| 50.7%
zp 86.5% | 54.1% 70.3%
th 86.5% | 27% 27%
md 84.9%| 72.6% 75.3%
ks 83.8%| 50% | 40.59
pd 81.1%| 55.4% 63.5%
jd 77% | 48.6%| 56.8%
mw 75.3% | 45.2%| 53.49
pk 72.6% | 30.1%| 46.69
vn 60.8% | 23% | 31.1%

Average| 86.4% 63.4% 63.7%

German participants decreased their glottalizataes at the self-controlled
faster tempo by 1.5 to 39.7% (in average by 22 .@2%pmparison with the
glottalization at the normal tempo and in the itnitia task they decreased it by 10.8 to
42.4% (in average by 19%). 6 of the participantpunced fewer word-initial glottal
stops when they increased their speech tempo bysilges, 5 participants glottalized
less in the imitation task and 1 speaker’s glatdion was affected equally by both
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tempo-increasing methods. For details about glagtbn percentages of individual

speakers at the three speech rates, refer to Talidelow.

Table 12. Glottalization percentages of German subgts

at the three speech tempos.

Speaker| NT FT IT
bs 97.1%| 95.6% 82.4%
SS 95.8%| 71.8% 80.3%
ns 91.4%| 70% | 64.3%
as 89% | 49.3% 46.6%
fs 86.5% | 68.9%| 68.99
gk 86.1% | 77.8%| 70.89
tp 83.8% | 44.6%| 73%
S 78.4% | 60.8% 64.9%
mb 73% | 40.5%| 54.1%
IS 70.3% | 40.5%| 58.19
1] 58.9% | 38.4%| 31.5%
kr 50% | 35.1%| 36.5%

Average 80%| 57.8% 61%

The three native speakers decreased their pereeotagottalization more when
they controlled their speech tempo by themselvieg 32.9 to 56.3% (in average by
46.4%) when compared to the glottalization peraggntt their normal speech tempo. In
the imitation task, they decreased glottalizatigriB.8 to 39.4% (in average by 25.4%).

Their glottalization percentages can be viewedabld 13.

Table 13. Glottalization percentage of native speaks

at all three speech tempos.

Speaker] NT FT IT
Brit. 452% | 12.3%| 27.4%
Aus. 71.6%| 21.6% 52.7%
Am. 81.7% | 25.4%| 42.3%

Average| 66.2% | 19.8% | 40.8%

The average percentage of word-initial vowel priglzation at the self-

controlled faster tempo for all participants was48% and at the tempo of the imitation
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task it was 60.6% (at the normal speech tempost&2a3%). The difference between
the normal tempo and the two faster tempos in CaadhGerman subjects was found
significant in the repeated measures Anova , litdkt has not shown a significant
effect of language, i.e. Czech and German subyeets not significantly different in

the amount of realized glottal stops in their Eslylffor further details, see section 5.7).

5.5 Czech and German short texts

In tables 14 and 15 below, we can see how frequéfaravian and German speakers
glottalized both at the normal and at the fast spéempo. Some of the speakers
glottalized evenly irrespective of the speech rate the majority of participants

glottalized less at the fast speech tempo.

Table 14. Glottalization of Moravian speakers whemeading the Czech text.

Speaker Normal tempo Fast tempo

(% glot.) (% glot.)

bb 100% 100%
Ip 100% 100%
mm 100% 100%
kg 100% 95.5%
ks 100% 95.5%
dm 100% 85.7%
mw 95.5% 86.4%
vt 95.5% 81.8%
kh 95.5% 72.7%
th 95.5% 63.6%
ao 90.9% 90.9%
ir 90.9% 86.4%
i 90.9% 81.8%
md 90.9% 81.8%
pd 86.4% 68.2%
pk 81.8% 59.1%
vn 77.3% 63.6%
Zp 59.1% 40.9%
Average 91.7% 80.8%
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Table 15. Glottalization of German speakers when @ding the German text.

Speaker Normal tempo Fast tempo
(% glot.) (% glot.)
as 100% 95.7%
kr 100% 91.3%
bs 100% 82.6%
r 95.7% 87%
fs 95.7% 82.6%
SS 95.7% 82.6%
mb 95.7% 78.3%
IS 91.3% 78.3%
tp 87% 78.3%
gk 82.6% 73.9%
sv 82.6% 78.3%
ns 81% 76.2%
Average 92.3% 82.1%

It is apparent from both tables that both groupsutijects glottalized more in
their mother tongue than in English. To comparé lgpbups with respect to overall
glottalization rates in their mother tongue attine speech tempos, see Figure 1 below.
We can see that, in average, both Moravian and @esubjects dropped the amount of
word-initial vowel preglottalization at fast spedelmpo by approximately 10%. The
difference between glottal stopping at the two teswwas found significant for both
groups in the repeated measures Anova, but thgsasalas not produced a significant
effect for language, i.e. Czech and German speakenes not significantly different as
for the amount of glottal stops produced in thentier tongues (for further details,

refer to section 5.7).
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Figure 1. Average percentages of glottalization iMoravian and German speakers
when reading the Czech and German texts at normalral fast speech tempos.

92,0% 91,7%
90,0%
88,0%
86,0%
84,0%
82,0%
80,0%
78,0%
76,0%
74,0%

Czech German

Enormal mfast

5.6 Influence of gender

As the logistic regressions were performed for suigect at a time, the factor of gender
could not be evaluated as an independent varialleeiregression. To determine
whether women glottalized more than men or vicsagthe percentages of all women
in all tasks and at all speech tempos were poolgelther and average percentage of
their preglottalization of word-initial vowels wasunted. The same was done with the
data of male participants. Women glottalized mbentmen, but the difference between
their glottalization rates was very small (below)2#othis respect, and the repeated
measures Anova has not produced a significanttdffegender (further details about
the analysis can be found in section 5.7). Aveggtalization percentage for men was
78.8% and for women 80.4%.
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5.7 Language vs. gender vs. tempo

The repeated measures Anova with Gender (male dl&rand Language (Czech X
German) as independent variables and Tempo (slo fast “f” X imitation “i”) as
dependent variable has produced a main effectfonlyempo in the English part of the
study. Figure 2 visualizes this significant diffiece between the three tempos.
Glottalization rates at fast and imitation tempasevboth significantly (p = .000)
different from glottalization rates at the slow {mal) tempo of speech in the

participants.

Figure 2. Comparison of glottalization rates at thehree tempos
in Czech- and German-accented English speech.

TEMPO; Unweighted Means
Cument effect: F(2, 52)=58,299, p=,00000
Effective hypothesis decompaosition
Vertical bars denote 0,95 confidence intervals
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Czechs were not shown significantly different fr@armans as for their
glottalization rates, and neither were the femadenfthe male speakers. No interaction
between the three variables has produced a signtfeffect (refer to Table 16 for the
details about individual significance values).
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Table 16. Results of RM Anova in the English part tthe study.

Effect SS Dof F MS F p

LANGAUAGE 0.05 1 0.05 0.6 0.445
GENDER 0.013 1 0.013 0.16 0.696
LANGAUAGE*GENDER 0.006 1 0.006 0.07 0.79

TEMPO 0.91 2 0.455 56.3| .000*
TEMPO*LANGAUAGE 0.005 2 0.002 0.31 0.736
TEMPO*GENDER 0 2 0 0.01 0.994
TEMPO*LANGAUAGE*GENDER| 0.005 2 0.002 0.3 0.742

A repeated measures Anova with Gender (male X fen@add Language (Czech
X German) as independent variables and Tempo (86w fast “f”) as dependent
variable has produced a main effect only for Temlgo in the mother-tongue part of
the study. Czechs and Germans produced significardte glottal stops at normal
speech tempo as opposed to the fast speech tersp@QP) in their mother tongue.

The difference between the two tempos is showngarg 3 below.

Figure 3. Comparison of the two tempos in Czech an@erman speech

produced by Czechs and Germans.

TEMPC; Unweighted Means
Cumrent effect: F{1, 28)=50,888, p=,00000
Effective hypothesis decomposition

Vertical bars denote 0,95 confidence intervals
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Similarly as in the previous Anova test, Czechsewet significantly different
from Germans regarding the glottalization ratetheir mother tongue and neither were
the female from the male speakers. No interacteiwéen the three variables has
produced a main effect in the analysis (Table Iivshthe significance values of the

variables in the analysis).

Table 17. Results of RM Anova in the mother-tongueart of the study.

Effect SS Dof F MS F p
Language 0002 1 0.002 0.07 0.793
Gender 0.01 1 0.01 0.38 0.542
Language*Gender 0.001 1 0.001 0.08 0.865
TEMPO 0.16 1 0.16 50.97 .000*
TEMPO*Language 0 1 0 0.04 0.8511
TEMPO*Gender 0 1 0 0.09 0.771
TEMPO*Language*Gender 0.003 1 0.003 0.86 0.363

The tables containing data used in both Anova testde viewed in the

appendices (section 12.8).
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6 Discussion

The factors which were expected to be the mostential for preglottalization of word-
initial vowels were mainly speech tempo and wordsst. The factors of word type and
word frequency were also expected to be playingrsiderable role in predicting
glottalization.

As predicted, stress of the initial syllable ie tiarget word was significantly
influential in both Moravian and German participgaand it was also significantly
predicting vowel preglottalization of all three watspeakers of English. When the first
syllable of a target word received stress, it wasegally preglottalized by a significant
majority of speakers. The significance of the iaflae of stress was probably
strengthened in non-native speakers because theyrpss on more words in
comparison with the native speakers. Some wordsear initial syllables which were
pronounced as unstressed by the native speakeigagdstress when pronounced by
non-native speakers. It may be accounted for bydttethat non-native speakers may
stress an incorrect syllable in a word. A possilalese for that could also be their effort

to pronounce words carefully because they knew &g recorded.

Increase in speech tempo was expected to be theimflasntial together with
word stress. Changes in speech tempo were foundisamnt for many Czech and
German subjects in the logistic regression, buntimaber of significantly influenced
speakers was not found significant within the whmdeulation in neither of the two
groups in the sign test. At the same time, alléhvative speakers were significantly
influenced by an increase in speech tempo. In gpitiee results of the sign test, speech
tempo was the third most influential of all factéested in the study and it certainly had
a considerable impact on preglottalization of winiitial vowels. The percentage of
realized glottal stops was higher at the normaéspeempo when compared to the two
faster tempos of speech, which is true not onlythierparticipants for whom tempo was
found to be a significantly influential factor, bior all subjects observed in the study.
Faster speech tempo was thereby confirmed to nesigtver glottal stops realized
before word-initial vowels. This statement was aonéd in the repeated measures
Anova, performed for Czech and German subjectshich the difference between the
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amount of glottal stops at the normal speech tewgmevaluated as being significantly
different from the amount of glottal stopping at flast and at the imitation task tempos.
As a part of the pilot study in this thesis, twothwels of making the participants
increase their speech tempo and pronouncing felwdabstops were tested, namely
when they controlled their increase in tempo byrtbelves without any assistance and
when they repeated the stimulus sentences afezoading of an American speaker
who uttered the sentences very quickly. Both metivoere successful in making
speakers increase speech tempo and drop the aofquonounced glottal stops. The
self-controlled method of speaking faster provetledorcing speakers drop glottal
stops a little more - the average percentage oflwutial vowel preglottalization in the
self-controlled method was 57.4% for all particifgaand in the imitation task it was
60.6% (at the normal speech tempo it was 82.3%h Be fast and the imitation
tempos were found significantly different from th@mal tempo in the repeated
measures Anova. The methods may therefore be @asdidpproximately equally
successful in making participants decrease thettajization rates in faster speech.
The two tempo-increasing methods were compareda@®w-up to my BA
thesis in which two methods of forcing participattsncrease their speech tempo and
to drop the amount of glottalization were compaasdvell. In the BA thesis, the self-
controlled method proved to be more useful in tbgpect because in the shadowing
method, in which speakers read along with a moae¢rcan speaker, participants
tended to copy the native speaker both at the Hanthat the fast tempo of speech.
The shadowing method was substituted by the iroitatsk for the purposes of the
pilot study in the present thesis and it was oislgduas a fast speach tempo variant. It
was expected that speakers would not copy the spehkbits of the model speaker as
much as in the shadowing task because there rmgaipause between hearing the
model speaker and actually pronouncing the sentaftesvards. It was therefore
assumed that subjects could “forget” the model lspemexact pronunciation of the
individual words in the sentence. This assumptias sonfirmed because the imitation
task was comparatively successful in making bothMloravian and the German
speakers increase their speech tempo and conshouiemt the amount of glottal stops
as the method of letting subjects control the iaseein speech tempo by themselves.
Although subjects still copied the pronunciatiomitgof the model speaker, it was

observed that they did not do so as frequently déisa shadowing task in the BA thesis.
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The second of the two factors which were foundificant in influencing vowel
preglottalization within the population of both thlwravian and the German groups
was the type of the final segment in the precediogd. It was not expected to be
among the most influential factors in this studgdaese the importance of its influence
on glottalization has been disputed in literatitewever, the way how the individual
types of segments influenced glottalization oriligkwas not disputed in literature and
the findings of this pilot study were in accordamgth the findings in previous studies.
Moravian and German subjects were influenced ts/figtor similarly — when the last
segment of the preceding word was a vowel or agless obstruent, the initial vowel of
the target word was rather preglottalized. Thesetiyes of preceding segments were
the most influential among speakers in both sulgemiips. Sonorants were mostly
followed by a glottal stop and voiced obstruentabinking sound.

As regards the native speakers, their glottalipatias significantly affected
when the preceding sound was a voiced obstruensevpbieesence predicted a following
linking sound. Further, voiceless obstruents mastidicted linking and sonorants
mostly glottalization. Vowels were followed by bdihking sounds and glottal stops in
an approximately equal measure.

By the Moravian and Czech speakers, voiced obdsued not mostly shown a
large impact because owing to the final devoiciugi¢h is common in both
languages), the expected voiced obstruents weza pfbnounced as voiceless by them,
and therefore they were also counted as voicetettgianalysis. Native speakers’
glottalization was not, on the other hand, sigaffity affected by a preceding voiceless
obstruent as it was by the non-native speakersgfigh which could be explained by
the fact that native speakers generally tend tortiere than non-native speakers of

English, even in this context.

A factor which is connected to the type of the pokog segment is the type of
the linking context, which was significant for aahmumber of subjects. In Czech and
German subjects, resyllabification contexts usudditermined linking, and linking /r/
and glide contexts determined glottalization. Tdbservation is not unexpected because
Irl as a sonorant is predictable to be followed lgyottal stop and so are vowels in the
glide contexts. In resyllabification contexts, ling was mostly dependent on the
influence of the type of the preceding segmentarpld above. Native speakers were

not significantly influenced by the changes in Wadues of this factor.
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Vowel height only influenced vowel preglottalization a small number of
speakers significantly. Most word-initial vowelsaft subjects were preglottalized, no
matter if they were low or non-low. Previous stsdibserved that low vowels were
more frequently preglottalized that non-low vowélke results of the present pilot
study were not in accordance with these findindstt&@ization rates were higher
before word-initial non-low vowels, which was trige all groups of participants. The

effect of vowel height was, nevertheless, only mindhe present study.

The factors of length and frequency of the worddveld similarly in the study
and they influenced not many participants signiftba Preglottalization rates of the
target words were higher when the preceding, tangtte following words were longer
and when they were less frequent. The length optieeding word and of the target
word influenced more speakers significantly thanléngth of the following word,
which is predictable in a reading task in whichtjggrants read the sentences as a
sequence of words and therefore the length ofdtewing word is not expected to
have a large impact on its preceding word. The saxptanation is applicable for the
impact of word frequency, which influenced spealssgsificantly mainly when the
target word was infrequent.

Word type was also significantly influential fosenall number of participants.
As expected, the use of glottal stops increasedtee preceding, target or the
following word was a content word. The most infltieghamong speakers was the type
of the target word, and again, the type of theofeihg word influenced the fewest
subjects.

The factors of stress, word type, word length dedftequency of the word were
interacting as it was predicted — content wordseveesr a rule more uncommon than
function words and therefore they received streseroften and they were
consequently preglottalized more often, which wamestrengthened when the

particular word was longer.

Even though gender was not tested in the logisgicassion together with other
factors, it follows from the comparison of male dathale participants that gender has
not influenced preglottalization of word-initial wels much in this study. The

difference in the overall rates of glottalizatiogtlween the two genders was negligible
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and the repeated measures Anova has not prodigigdificant effect for gender.
Women used glottal stops slightly more than menglwvivas in accordance with
previous studies because it is generally assunsdubimen glottalize more than men.
It is though apparent that glottalization was rattetermined by other factors in the

participants of this study.

The glottalization rates of native speakers voerall lower than those of the
non-native speakers, which corresponds to the wagens in previous literature (e.qg.
in Volin 2003a, Umeda 1978). The British speake&dumore linking sounds than the
other two native speakers, which is in agreemetit thie supposition that British

speakers apply linking strategies the most (Skoda et al. 2013a).

Lastly, it was expected that German participantaldiose glottal stops more
than Moravian participants because in Moravia, kpesatend to resyllabify more
frequently than people in other parts of the CZRepublic, and in Germany,
glottalization is used amply in all parts of theuntry. However, this prediction was not
confirmed in the study. German speakers glottalindeihglish in average less than the
Moravian speakers. Both groups of subjects weietakted in their mother tongue, in
which German speakers glottalized a little more thoravian speakers. Overall, the
differences between the average percentages déliggation in the two subject gropus
were not very large and were not found signifigarthe repeated measures Anova, and
it may therefore be stated that the speakers bdragyaroximately similarly in the tasks
of this pilot study. Moravian speakers were expegtteglottalize less than they did in
Czech, which could have been caused by the factiibg knew they were being
recorded combined with the type of the task — tlaeeemore glottal stops found in read
speech. The fact that Moravian speakers did natadiioe appreciably less than the
German ones may also be related to consideraligratites among speakers. Although
all participants’ command of English was comparatbleir glottalization varied not
only in its amount, but also in the factors whinfiuenced it — with the expception of
the factors of stress and type of the precedingisagy which were influencing the
majority of speakers.
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7 Conclusion

The present thesis focused on phonetic processeriatiaries between words ending
in a vowel or a consonant and words starting witlowael. More specifically, the
processes happening in these contexts which waigdared in the thesis were
preglottalization of word-initial vowels as oppodedhe use of linking strategies. The
languages in which these phenomena were observedBmglish, Czech and German.

The thesis is composed of two main parts. The gbtie first part was to
explore relevant literature and to gather inform@athbout the various factors which are
influencing the presence or absence of glottalssbmfore word-initial vowels in Czech,
German and English. Based on the information aeduir the literature review,
hypotheses were formulated considering the inflaesfdhe discussed factors on
preglottalization of word-initial vowels in Engligpeech produced by Czech and
German speakers.

In the second part of the thesis, a pilot studg waxried through in order to
determine whether the predictions made about djirdtaon in Czech- and German-
accented English would be confirmed. The studyetkstainly Moravian Czech and
German speakers of English, but apart from thegrdrol group of 3 native speakers of
English was included in the study. Based on previgerature it was expected that
glottalization of these speakers will mainly be gaed by the influence of speech
tempo and stress of the initial vowel in a targetdy which interacts with the factors of
frequency and type of the word. Stress was confirtodoe significantly influencing
preglottalization in the majority of both Czech &&drman subjects and also in the
three native subjects. The second significant famt@ong both groups of speakers was
the type of the last segment in the preceding wpdech tempo was not confirmed to
be a significant influence for the whole populatadrthe two groups of speakers, but it
was still the third most influential of all factoobserved and it significantly influenced
all three native speakers of English, and diffeesrnaetween its types (normal, fast, and
imitation tempo) were found significant in Czecld@erman participants.

Other factors discussed were the type, frequendytength of the preceding, of
the target and of the following word, height of trevel at the beginning of the target
word, the type of the linking context, and gendRarticipants in both groups were
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comparably influenced by the observed factors aspite great individual differences
in glottalization rates among speakers, Czech amth@n subjects glottalized in an
approximately equal amount. We can therefore ¢iaietheir glottalization patterns in
the pilot study were comparable. As it has alrdaelyn suggested by previous studies
on glottalization, we may observe that glottali@aatis to a considerable extent subject
to individual differences. The participants of tetady, although their command of
English was approximately the same, have showmtiami in the overall percentages of
glottalization as well as in the number and typefsctors which were significantly
influencing the amount of glottal stops they usetble word-initial vowels, with the
exception of the factors of word stress and the gfpthe preceding segment which
influenced almost every participant, and speeclptewhich influenced the majority of

participants.
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8 Shrnuti

Tato diplomova prace se zafuje na fonetické jevy, probihajici v angin¢ na
hranicich mezi slovy, a to konkrétna hranicich mezi slovy keéitimi samohlaskodii
souhlaskou a slovy Zmajicimi samohlaskou.

V souvisléreti jsou mezi sebou jednotliva slovatsinou provazana, nasledkem
¢ehoz dochazi ke ztnam fonetické charakteristiky hlasek, a slovo wisla reci se
tak mize rekdy i vyrazre liSit od podoby téhoz slova vysloveného v izol@enény na
arovni hlasek probihafiasto uvnik slov, kde se hlasky navzajem owiliyi. Mezi
takovéto zminy seiadi gredevsim asimilace fipkteré se dana hlaskaigpusobuje
charakteristice hlasky sousedni. Déle se inahity miZzeme setkat s disimilaci hlasek,
tedy s opakem asimilace, kdy je hlaska od vedte@sky ve vyslovnosti odliSena;

s elizi (vynechanim) hlasky nebo s redukci hlaselokonce celych slabik. Hlasky

v fe¢i podléhaji zminam zejména zidbodu usnadéni artikulace. Zmindm vSak nemusi
podléhat nuté jen kontexty uvnitslov; zneény se vyskytuji i na hranicich mezi
jednotlivymi slovy, kdy se peateini a koncoveé hlasky slovéni pod viivem
pocateEnich a koncovych hlasek sousednich slov. VySe inéedstgny, ke kterym
dochazi uvnitslov, se mohou vyskytovat i na hranicich mezi gliNejéastjSim

Z &chto jeva je na hranicich mezi slovy asimilace.

Sledovanym kontextem vyskytu fonetickych&nv této praci jsou pouze
hranice mezi slovy kaficimi samohlaskoui souhlaskou a slovy Zmajicimi
samohlaskou. Prace se proto 2&uje na vyuzivani rdzu neboli na glotalizaci a na
spojovaci jevyl{nking phenomenaa to primara na hranicich slov v angtiné
¢eskych, gmeckych a rodilych miusich.

Raz je pouzivan mliwmi cestiny, gmciny i anglictiny. Jedna se o tvrdy
hlasovy zaatek, gedchazejici samohlasku naatku slova nebo slabiky. Vytién je
pomoci okluze (uzavky) v hlasivkach¢imz je zadrzen a nasletimypusen vzduch a
vysledkem je slySitelny zvuk nazyvany raz¢&ském a émeckém jazyce se pouziva
piedevsim jako signal hranice mezi slabikami, slosgavysSimi prozodickymi
jednotkami, nap promluvovymi useky, v angliin¢ pak zejména na hranicich mezi
promluvovymi Useky neborpumyslu mluiho zdiraznit dané slovo. estirg a

némcing se rdzu uziva v podsté&tmetsSi mike nez v angtiting, z cehoz vyplyva, ze v
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anglicting ¢eskych a smeckych mluich ¢asto dochazi k jeho nadgmému pouzivani.
Toto naduZzivani pakiispiva k cizimu fizvuku a k tomu, Ze jsotesti a gmecti
mluv¢i identifikovani rodilymi mlusimi jako cizinci.

Spojovaci jevy jsou naopak v daném kontextu &ppuzivany pray
v angliéting, a stoji tedy ve vzajendrvyluéném postaveni k pouzivani razu. Mezi
spojovaci jevy séadi spojovacilinking) a epentetickéirftrusive /r/, hiatové
(transien) /j/ a /wl/, a resylabifikace neboltipojeni koneéné souhlasky ve slév
k pocateni samohlasce slova nasledujicihéchto jevi se v anglitiné uziva k zaji&ni
plynulostiieci, k zamezeni hiatti k zamezeni uzivani rdzu. Zatimcoestire a
néméiné zaji¥uje plynulost projevu mimo jiné raz, v anginé tuto funkci zastavaji
rizné spojovaci jevy. Spojovani je vsak@mno i véestirg a v reméing, zejmeéna pak
resylabifikace. PouZzivani razu jeéehto jazycich siceidazre doporiovano, a to
piedevsim ve formalnich mluvenych projevech, médijohd., ale ve skutaé mluw
se nevyskytuje pokazdéasto je nahrazovan resylabifikaci. Tendence k abéykaci je
vice patrna weskych nez udmeckych mluvich, a v ramcCeské republiky pak vice u
mluvéich z Moravy nez £ech. Celkow razu véestins postupi ubyva. Pesto ale stale
pati k charakteristickym znaikn jak ¢cestiny, tak amciny.

PredloZené diplomova prace navazuje na mou bggdéada praci, kter se
zabyvala vlivem rychlého temgeci na glotalizaci v angtitiné ceskych mlu¥ich. Vliv
tempareci se v pilotni studii bakat&ké prace ukazal byt signifikantnim pro snizeni
poctu a prodlouzeni promluvovych Use nasledné sniZzenidia uzitych raa.

Tato diplomova prace se kr@rtempaieci zanefila i na dalSi faktory, které ovliwji
glotalizaci ve vSechréch jazycich, a sice na@ifpmnost pizvuku na Gvodni slabice
slova, na typ, délku a frekvenci uzivani danéhwealoysku dané samohlasky, pozici
slova v syntaktické jednotce, typ k@né hlasky pedchazejiciho slova a na pohlavi
mluwv¢iho.

Prace se sklada ze dvou hlavndélsti. V prvnicasti byl zpracovanighled
relevantni literatury, zdhoz byly vyvozeny hypotézy. Z dostupné literatuyplyva, ze
u slova, zainajiciho samohlaskou, bude pr&pddobr uzito razu, pokud je jeho
pocateini slabika pizvuena, pokud se jednéa o slovo lexikalni (a ne naopsikwo
gramatické), a pokud je slovo n#éinekventované v&né mlug. Ke glotalizaci
v daném kontextu dalerfippiva, je-li p&ateini samohlaska nizka neboli otema.

Pokud je koncovou hlaskoutguichoziho slova samohlaska nebo gkEzaouhlaska,
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zvySuje se pravgpodobnost realizace rdzu. Dosavadni studie takzalkae Zeny
uzivaji razu vice nez muzi.

Doposud bylo provedencakolik studii, jejichz autti zkoumali, je-li rektery
z vySe uvedenych faktiipro glotalizaci dlezit¢jSi nez ty ostatni. Dané studie se
zabyvaly angtitinou a #m¢inou rodilych mlueich obou jazyk a co se t§e dilezitosti
vlivu danych faktoili, doSly k relativi rozdilnym zagram. Frevazrié se vSak shodovaly
v pridéleni dilezitosti tempuedi, piitomnosti prozodické hranicéga danym slovem a
piizvuku dané slabiky pro realizaci razte@ samohlaskou, stojici natatku slova.
Tato prace nesledovala vli¥itpomnosti vySSi prozodické hraniceed slovem, a to
z toho divodu, Ze vliv tohoto faktoru prokazaly vSechny &uéteré se jim zabyvaly.
Pro naslednou pilotni studii byla tedy zformulovduypotéza, Ze tempeci bude
jednim z nejédlezitejSich faktofi pii ovliviiovani glotalizace deskych a éimeckych
mluwv¢ich anglétiny spolu s trojici faktar prizvuk, frekvence a typ slova, u kterych byla
v predchozich studiich nalezena velka vzdjemna prowdtaa tudiz jsem
piedpokladala, Ze i u subjeékv této studii budou tytaitfaktory spolé€né zasadni
slozkou vlivu na uzivani razui€dpokladala jsem take, Zemecti mluvei budou
glotalizovat vice neZesti mluvi, jelikoZ skupinaieskych subjekt obsahovala mlusi
z Moravy, ktéi maji ¢astji tendenci misto uzivani razu resylabifikovat.

Druhacast prace pak sestavala z pilotni studie, zkoumajtenzitu vlivu
jednotlivych faktofi na glotalizaci subjekt Studie se ztastnilo 1%eskych, 12
némeckych a 3 rodili mlusi angliétiny. Jejich tkolem bylo hlasit&eni anglickych #t,
které jim byly pomoci prezentace po jedné ukazovBRynecti acesti mluvi navic
cetli kratky text ve svém rodném jazyce. Tentpd subjekti bylo zvySovano pomoci
dvou metod. MIuvi nejprve zrychlili tempo sami a poté je zrychiitn, Ze se pokusili
imitovat nahravku dané&ty, namluvenou americkou rodilou mitivKazdou z ¥t tedy
piecetli celkem fikrat — normalnim tempem, rychlym tempem, a zngualnkym
tempem pi imitaci americké mludi. Cesky a #mecky textetli dvakrat, poprvé
normalnim a podruhé zrychlenym tempem.

Nahravky subjekt byly prepsany a zpracovany do tabulek, které byly nasledn
vyhodnoceny pomoci logistické regrese v program8S PR/ regresi byly nalezeny dva
faktory, signifikant® ovliviujici pouzivani razu u&sSiny ceskych i gmeckych
subjekfi — pfizvuk prvni slabiky slova a typ koncové hlaskggchoziho slova. Nesla-li
dana slabikaifizvuk, byla samohlaska zpravidlgepchazena razem. Co sédyypu

posledni hlasky vigdchozim slo¥, glotalizaci nejvice ovliiovaly samohlasky a
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nezrélé obstruenty, icemz oba tyto typy zvySovaly praygbdobnost vyskytu razu na
zatatku nasledujiciho slova. Sonory byly pakéasgji nasledovany razem a &g
obstruenty spojovaci hlaskou.

Cesti a gmesti mluvei byli v pouzivani razu podoBrovliviiovani i ostatnimi
faktory. Tempaeci, které sice byloietim nejvlivrejSim faktorem, se podilelo na
zmenach v glotalizaci u v8ech mlgich, & uz signifikant® nebo nesignifikanth V
rychlém tempu mludi uzivali mér razi a vice spojovacich hlasek. Dlouha, fén
frekventovana a lexikalni slova pak byl@gchazena razetastji nez slova kratsi,
frekventovagjSi a gramaticka. Co sedyy typa kontexfi pro uzivani spojovacich hlasek,
nejvlivnéjSim byl kontext pro resylabifikaci, ktery snizoyakvdpodobnost realizace
razu. Néekany byl pouze vliv vySky dané samohlaskyghaz se nevyplnil
piedpoklad, Ze nizké samohlasky budou preglotalizp¢astji nez ty ostatni.
Samohlasky nenizké naopak vykazovaitgipreglotalizaci nez nizké samohlasky. Vliv
pohlavi na glotalizaci byl nepatrny; Zeny sice aiiwazu v piiméru vice nez muzi,
rozdil mezi paémery jejich glotalizace vSak nebyl signifikantni.

Glotalizaci rodilych mluvich nejvice ovliviovalo tempaeci a prizvuk dané
slabiky. Veliky vliv ale ukazaly i faktory typuipdchozi hlasky, frekvence a typu
daného slova, vy5ky samohlasky a délkgdezhoziho slova.

Navzdory pdateinim predpokladm se po srovnardieskych a sBmeckych
mluvcich ukazalo, Zedmeciti mluvéi neglotalizovali vice neZesti mlui z Moravy.

V anglicting uzivali rdzu viceesti subjekti, gmecti mluvéi zase glotalizovali vice

v niémeiné nezgesti veestire. Rozdil v ptimérné glotalizaciteskych a smeckych
mluvcich ale nebyl signifikantni ani v angdfiin¢, ani v matéskych jazycich subjekt
Podobné procento jomérné glotalizace deskych i gmeckych subjeki spolu

s faktem, Ze tito mlusi byli velmi podob# ovliviiovani sledovanymi faktory, vypovida
o tom, Ze glotalizace v anglin¢ ceskych a sBmeckych mlu¢ich byla v rdmci pilotni
studie této diplomové prace srovnatelna.

Protoze se diplomova prace zabyvala viivéangch faktoé na glotalizaci
pocatenich samohlasek slov wenéreci, da se pedpokladat, Ze by podobna studie
doSla k rozdilnym vysledkn ve spontanni, g&ené souvisléeci. Budouci studie by se
také mohly zabyvat srovnanim fakipovliviujicich glotalizaci v daném kontextu,

Vv riznych typecheci a komunik&nich situacich.
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12.1

Trial 1:
Trial 2;

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)

Appendices

English stimulus sentences

My brother bought a new car.

This house is under reconstruction.

My nephew opened his mouth again.

Again people are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particular about it.
Some people obviously didn’t get near enough.
There were two interesting features of her.

It seemed perfectly understandable to him.
Animals are undeniably utterly cute.

They spent every evening drinking tea.

The burglar in the bank was his brother.
Harry’s uncle and aunt couldn’t understand it.
You can do anything to us.

We think our attitude is positive.
Encouragement attempts will not bolster amghi
The survey of crime revealed important issues.
Leave at least one light on.

Common intruders prefer easy opportunities.

If only I could rely on you.

The axis indicates an unexpected drop.

He finally saw how irresponsibly he acted.
Mary’s only daughter is apparently gone.

Two years ago August was warmer.

The director insisted we ate with him.

Similar accounts of all cities were told.

Every other relationship is based on money.

Your evidence is insufficient.
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26)
27)
28)
29)
30)

Don’t always ask me about everything.

She wouldn’t explore all the options.
Everyone was awaiting the deputy’s arrival.
James made sure of investigating everything.

The manager always has to spoil my immenseteff
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12.2 Czech text

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimni olympiadda v subtropdate se
pramérna unorova teplota nikdy niplizuje k nule, v kraji# s mimdadre slozitym
geologickym podlozim sastymi sesuvyimy, kde veSkeré stavby vyzaduji
trojnasobnou betonovou injektaz zaklatb uz je, uznejte, samo o dimpozantnim

vitézstvim nad frodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradil i s jinymi protivenstvimieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnich ozbrojenych konflikhry
neumistil ndhodou. Pouhycktkilometni déli hlavni sportovidt od hranice s Abchazii,
ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou silou uzmuta, &wbezinarodni spotenstvi ji nadale
uznavaji coby uzemi této republikyrevareni lazéiskeho ndsta na neprodygn
uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooaé vzdalenosti s napisem
.Vstupujete do zakdzaného pasma“, bémpstni sloZzky v uniformach a v civilu,
desetinasobhpievysujici pdet spoludastniki a host olympiady, raketové odpalovaci

rampy v okoli.

12.3 German text

Wahrend in Afrika beiderlei Geschlechter extrenmamgerte Schneidezédhne des
Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den Asiatischerb@ein oft nur im Ansatz oder gar

nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsam ist den Elefanten ihre Bedrohung durohMinschen. Seit Jahrtausenden
ist Elfenbein als Rohstoff flr kunstvolle Schnigien, Skulpturen, Schmuck,
Einlegearbeiten und luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstéegiehrt, und Elefanten werden
daher seit jeher gejagt. Neben der Bejagung wandrsind die Elefantenbestande vor
allem aufgrund von Lebensraumverlust, durch nitdmdortgerechte Landwirtschaft,

agroindustrielle Gro3projekte, menschliche Siedeumgnd Stral3enbau bedroht.
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12.4 Transcripts of the English sentences

All sentences are arranged in the following ordgermal tempo, faster tempo, and the

tempo of the imitation task.

12.4.1 Transcript of the model American speaker

1) My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
2) Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particuR{US, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfectl(S, L)understandable to him.
7) AnimalgZ) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
10)  Harry’'fS)?2(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@V(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.
12)  We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale®(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
15) LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
17)  If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
18) The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
19) Hefinally saw hoW®(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
20) Mary’'yS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
21)  Two yearZ(US, NL)ago?(S, NL)August was warmer.
22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
23)  SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
25)  Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(S, NL)insufficient.
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26)
27)
28)
29)
30)

Don'tN(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
She wouldn’t{) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made s?@JS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenséS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

12.4.2 Transcripts of the Moravian Czech speakers

Speaker: ao

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn’'t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(US, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurgS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect@Y(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl®(US, L)understandable to him.
AnimalgS) ?(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)and(T) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’tT) 2(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL) and{l") ?(S, L)aunt couldn’tT) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?2(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) (S,
NL)issues.

The surveyR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(S, NL)at least one ligifT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

Commor®(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
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17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

If(F) ?(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If F(US? NL)only (S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If F(US? NL)only (S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(US, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(US, L)axi(S) 2(S, NL)indicatedfan (S, L)unexpected drop.

He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR (S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR (S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR (S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearS) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directofinsisted we2(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoflinsisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoflinsisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, L)accountéS) ?2(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, L)accountS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, L)accountS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?2(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is basedTl) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidenc¢S) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your (S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Don’(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaysg) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)about() ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaysg) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)about{') ?(S,

NL) everything.

86



27)  She wouldn{N) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn’N) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn’N) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

28) Everyone wdS)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(S, NL)arrival.
Everyone was) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.

29)  James made sUff(F) 2(S, NL)investigatingK) 2(S, NL)everything.
James made sulof(F) 2(US, NL)investigatingK) 2(S, NL)everything.
James made sulof(F) 2(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.

30) The manag&(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immenseleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mY(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mii(S, NL)immensdfleffort.

Speaker: bb
1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{l®) ?(US, NL)again.
2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particul6, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{S, NL)abou{T) ?(S, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea@(S, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurgS) ?(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
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7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR( US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burgla?( US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?( US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)and(T) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’tT) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

LeavéF) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
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16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If V(US, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) 2(US, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

If V(US, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

TheJ(US, L) axigS) ?(S, NL)indicategS) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJ(US, L) axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected
drop.

TheJ(US, L) axidS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected
drop.

He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

Mary’qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yeartS) 2(S, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(S, L)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(S, L)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(S, L)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every? (S, L)other relationshi@) ?2(US, NL)is basel) ?(S, L)on money.
Every? (S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(S, L)on money.
Every? (S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) 2(US, NL)is linsufficient.
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26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Don’{(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)aboufT) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaysEg) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)about{) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaysg) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)about{) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(US, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(S, NL)arrival.

Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.

James made s2@JS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immense?(US,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil NS, NL)immense?(US,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil niy(S, NL)immense?(US,

NL) effort.
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Speaker: dm

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea@(S, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea®(S, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get ned®(S, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdsS) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdsS) ?(US, NL)of her
It seemed perfectflunderstandable to him.

It seemed perfectiffunderstandable to him.

It seemed perfectifilunderstandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'itN(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldniN(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgT) ?(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The survelof crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyllof crime reveale) 2(S, NL)importan{N) 2(S, NL)issues.
The surveyllof crime revealegl) ?(S, NL)importan{T) 2(S, NL)issues.
Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one liglfT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

Commor®(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?2(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw hoylllirresponsibly h@acted.

He finally saw howllirresponsibly h@flacted.

He finally saw hovlirresponsibly hlacted..

Mary’qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yeartS) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
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22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

The directofinsisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoflinsisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoflinsisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountéN) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every? (S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(l) ?(S, L)on money.
Every? (S, L)other relationshifP) ?(S, NL)is base(T) ?(S, L)on money.
Every? (S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedT) ?(S, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?2(S, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(S, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(S, NL)arrival.
James made su¥¢S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managéX(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil nii(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenseleffort.
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Speaker: jd

1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

3) He thought that he was particuR{US, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.

4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.

5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were twd/(US, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@ (US, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.

6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

7 AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(US, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(US, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10) Harry'dS)?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT(US, L)aunt couldn’T) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)and? (S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(S, L)us.

You can daN(US, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can ddN(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolstdR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The surveyR(S, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveF(S, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If F(S, NL)only ?2(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(US, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?2(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected
drop.

He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howN(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howM/(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of V(US, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?(S, NL)of V(US, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is basedl (S, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(S, NL)is basedI (S, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi) ?(S, NL)is basedI (S, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidence(S)(S, NL)is(S)?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) (S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
She wouldn({fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?2(S, NL)awaiting the deputy’g(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wasS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made surRgUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingG(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingG(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingG(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil M} S, NL)immense?(S, NL)effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immense?(S, NL)effort.
The manage®(S, NL)always has to spoil m(S, NL)immense?(S, NL)effort.
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Speaker: jr

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(US, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(US, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particud, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.

He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl®(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(US, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)everyJ(US, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(US, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’'s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can ddN (S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our ?(S, L)attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

Encouragemefi) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(US, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

The surveR(S, NL)of crime revealef) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyR(S, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importantN(US,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveF(US, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(US, L)opportunities.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?2(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(US, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only 2(US, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(US, L)axi{S) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearS) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two year€Z(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
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22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Everyd(US, L)other relationshi@) ?(S, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.
EveryJ(US, L)other relationshif) ?2(S, NL)is base(Il) ?(S, L)on money.
EveryJ(US, L)other relationshif) ?2(US, NL)is basedl) ?(S, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidenc¢S) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou{D) ?(US,

NL) everything.

Don’t D(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL) abou{D) ?(US,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{lN) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(US, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(S, NL)arrival.

Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made s@JS, L)of(F) 2(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé(S, NL)always has to spoil S, NL)immense?(S, NL)effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immense?(S, NL)effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil miy(US, NL)immense?(S,

NL) effort.
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Speaker: kh

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his moutfi(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€@(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particulB, NL)aboufT) ?(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl®(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdsS) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(US,L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldniN(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s Z(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD (US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(S, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encourageme(i) ?2(US, NL)attempts will not bolstedR(US, NL)anything.
The surveR(S, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(S, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(S, NL)at least one lighfT) ?(S, L)on.

Commor®(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(US, L)opportunities.
Common?(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(US, L)opportunities.
Common?(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(US, L)opportunities.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary'{S) ?(S, L)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, L)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, L)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) S(US, Lapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, L)only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?(US, L)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two yearS) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is basedTl) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencégS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’N) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’N) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone wd$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(S, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(S, NL)arrival.
Everyone wasS) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(S, NL)arrival.

James made su¥S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made su®S, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil ni)(S, NL)immenseleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil nii(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
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Speaker: kg

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lJS, NL)abou{D) ?(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featurés) ?(S, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniablyflutterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniablyfjutterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniablyfjutterly cute.

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’'s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can ddN/(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

12)  We thinkllour 2(S, L)attitudgT) ?(S, NL)is positive.
We thinklour?(S, L)attitudgT) ?(S, NL)is positive.
We thinkBlour 2(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one ligl(T) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyJ(S, L)on you.
If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyJ(S, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axi{S)?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'yS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR (S, NL) is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is basedTl) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(US, L)other relationshifP) ?(S, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidence®) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’t N(US, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL) aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn({fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’N) ?(S, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

Everyone waS(US, NLawaiting the deputy{§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?2(US, NL)arrival.

James made su¥S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil ni)(S, NL)immenseleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenseleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m(US, NL)immensdfeffort.
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Speaker: ks

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mou{l®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mou{i®) ?(US, NL)again.
Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(US, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L) are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They spenD(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’sZ(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’{T) ?(S,
L)understan(l) ? (US, NL)it.

Harry’sZ(S, L) uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s Z(S, L) uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can ddN/(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgT) ?(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale®(US, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(US, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If V(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If V(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(US, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(US, NL) indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hél(S, L)acted.

20)  Mary’'sZ(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(S, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)account§S) ?(US, NL)of (S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshifB) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@?(US, NL)s basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is based(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?(US, NL)is S(US, NL)nsufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(US, NL)insufficient.

Don'tD(S, NL)alwaysS(S, Lask me?(S, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysS(S, Lask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’'t N(S, NL)alwaysS(S, Lask meJ(US, NL) abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.
She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’N) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(S, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wa&) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa&Z) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made s@JS, L)of(F) 2(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managéX(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immensdfleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil nii(S, NL)immensdfleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immenseleffort.
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Speaker: Ip

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl®(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurgS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’'s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinkK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our?(S, L) attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our?(S, L) attituddT) ?(S, NL)is positive.
Encouragemeni(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) 2(S, NL)importantT(S, NL)issues.
The surveyR(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveF(US, NL)at least one ligl(T) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountgS)?(US, NL)of E(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?2(US, NL)is basel’) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedl) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL) alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL) aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’€T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone waS(US, NL)awaiting the deputy{§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy{$) ?(US, NL)arrival.

James made su¥S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made su®S, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
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30)

The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

Speaker: mm

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featuréS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurgS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfectY(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalgS) ?(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
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9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’sS) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our2(S, L)attitudeT) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitud€T) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our ?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefit) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(S, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(S, NL)at least one ligifT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
If(F) ?(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
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18) The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJd(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two yeartS) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.
Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountgS)?(US, NL) of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshiP) ?2(US, NL)is base(Tl) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.
Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Binsufficient.

26) Don{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL) alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL) aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theloptions.
She wouldn’T) 2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the®options.
She wouldn(T) 2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all thefoptions.
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28)  Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy{§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa®(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?2(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made su€S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.

30) The managéX(S, NL)always has to spoil mi)(S, NL)immensdfleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mii(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenseleffort.

Speaker: md

1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{l®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{l®) ?(US, NL)again.

2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{tJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.

4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.

5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(US, L)our?(S, L)attituddgD) ?(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importantN(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importantN(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?2(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

116



18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

Thed(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axidS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJd(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicategS) ?(S, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL) is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountgS)?(US, NL) of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Everyd(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshiP) ?(US, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedl'(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou{T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn({fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’€T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
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28)

29)

30)

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone was) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&8(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.

James made s@JS, L)of(F) ?2(US, NL)investigatingny) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The manageé(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?2(S,

NL) effort.

Speaker: mw

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€@(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
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7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They spenD(US, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10) Harry’gS) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’€T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry’s S(S, LuncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’sZ(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

12)  We thinkK) ?(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importantT(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed (US, NL)importantT(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed (US, NL)importantT(S, NL)issues.

15) LeaveR(US, NL)at least one ligifT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(US, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
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17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(US, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicates(S) ?2(S, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’{S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL) is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL) is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)is based(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidenc¢S) 2(S, NL)is Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(S, NL)s Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL) evidenceS(S, NL)s Binsufficient.

Don’(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
Don't T(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
She wouldn’D(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tD(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
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28)

29) James made sURgUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of (F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of (F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.

30) The manage&(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenseS(US,

NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my{US, NL)immenseS(US,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil niy(S, NL)immenséS) ?(US,
NL) effort.
Speaker: pk
1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{l®) ?(US, NL)again.
2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuR(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)it.

4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.

5) There were twdV(US, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@/(US, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’$(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wasS(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
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7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniabl)lutterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniablyfjutterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniablyflutterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They speni (S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(l) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry'sZ(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry’s Z(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'N(US,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’sZ(S, L) uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’'tlN) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

11)  You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

12)  We thinkK) ?(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)our R(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.

13) Encouragemefi) 2(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.

14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL) importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale®(US, NL) importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL) importantN(S, NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.
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16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

Commor®(S, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axisZ(US, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJd(S, L)axisZ(US, NL)indicatesZ(US, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL) is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL) is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?2(US, NL)is base(l’) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi?) ?2(US, NL)is basedT) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?2(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(US, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL) evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(US, NL)insufficient.
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26)  Don’{(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)about{) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn’N(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28) Everyone wdS)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(&) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sUé€S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.

30) The manageX(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immensefleffort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my{US, NL) immenseleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL) immenseleffort.

Speaker: pd
1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{tJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
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5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect@Y(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
7 AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalgS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
10)  Harry’'fS)?(S, L) uncleL(US, NL)and(N) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldniN(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can ddN/(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.
12)  We thinkK) ?(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkKK) ?2(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
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14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

The surve@(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
If(F) 2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) 2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) 2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)yan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL) is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL) is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two year@(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two year?(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLjrgolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
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24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(r) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencé€S) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?2(US, NL)is S(S, NL)nsufficient.
Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

26) Don’tN(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) (S,
NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’€T) ?(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’€T) ?(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’g(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sr@JS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.

30) The manag&(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immensg€S) ?2(S,

NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?2(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
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Speaker: th

1) My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.

4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn’'t get nedR(US, NL)enough.

5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V (S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectJ(US, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

7 AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry’'fS)?(S, L) uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’'s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andD(S, L)aunt couldn’tN(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’iN(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(US, NL)us.
You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, NL)us.
You can ddN(S, NL)anything toW(US, NL)us.

12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgT) ?(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(US, L)ourR(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.

14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale®(US, NL)importantN(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importantN(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If E(S, NL) only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(US, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqS) ?2(US, NL) indicatesS(US, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw how(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL) is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)  Two year@(US, NL)agolAugust was warmetr.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two years2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountZ(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL) accountZ(US, NL)of E(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedT) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedl) ?(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencé€S) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(US, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(US, NL)insufficient.
26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don't T(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
27)  She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wd$)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§$) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sR@JS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.

30) The manage&¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenseZ(S, NL)effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi(US, NL)immensg€S) ?(S,

NL) effort.
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Speaker: vt

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn't get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn’'t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s S(S, LuncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.

12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefit) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?2(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey’(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importantN(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
Leave/(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(US, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL) easyd(US, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.
If F(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axi{S)?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)yan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'yS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL) is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLjrgolAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL) accountsS(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshifl) ?2(US, NL)is basedl) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl(S, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is linsufﬁcient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Binsufficient.

Your 2(S, NL) evidenceS(US, NL)s Binsufficient.

Don’(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) 2(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)aboutfleverything.
Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutleverything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutleverything.
She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’larrival.

Everyone wa&(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’Barrival.

Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’Barrival.

James made su¢S, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immensé€S) ?(S,
NL) effort.
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Speaker: vn

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peoplé(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@\V/(S, NL)interesting feature&(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)areR(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

12)  We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(US, L)our?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(US, L)our ?(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL) importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL) importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL) importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  IfF(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) Thel(S, L)axisS(US, NL)ndicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howN/(US, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

20)  Mary’'sS(S, NLonly daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLyagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?2(US, NL)of F(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsZ(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsZ(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L) other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl'(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L) other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl (US, L)on money.
YourR(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?2(US, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(US, NL)insufficient.

Don’tN(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou{T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
She wouldn’N(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made surRgUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingN(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingN(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingN(S, NL)everything.
The manage¥(S, NL)always has to spoil M S, NL)immenseS(S, NLgffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(S, NL)immenseS(S, NL)gffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m{(S, NL)immensg€S) ?(S,

NL) effort.
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Speaker: zp

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL)opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn't get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurgS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) 2(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L)ourR(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L) ourR(S, L) attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(US, NL) importantD(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?2(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one liglfT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(US, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL) is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)  Two year@(US, NL)agolAugust was warmetr.
Two yearsS(US, NLyagolAugust was warmer.
Two yearsS(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NLf F(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi) ?2(US, NL)is basedTl) ?(S, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(S, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencé€S) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NLJ)s Z(S, NL)insufficient.
Your R(S, NL) evidencéS) ?(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

26) Don{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaysS(S, Lask me?(US, NL)aboufT) (S,
NL) everything.

Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn’€T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn’fT(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wd$)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone was) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wasS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sURgUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S,

NL) everything.
James made suR{US, L)of F(US, NL)investigatingK) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingG(S, NL)everything.

30) The manageX(S, NL)always has to spoil mi)(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manageR(S, NL)always has to spoil miy(S, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenseleffort.
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12.4.3 Transcripts of the German speakers

Speaker: as

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@W(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect@Y(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
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10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

Harry’sS) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’iN(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s Z(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’'tN(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.

Harry’sZ(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’tN(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

The surveR(S, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) 2(S, NL)importantN(S, NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howN/(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
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20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two year§S) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(r) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi?) ?2(US, NL)is basedT) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshiP) ?(US, NL)is basedTl) ?(US, L)on money.

25)  Your2(S, NL)evidenc¢S) 2(US, NL)isBlinsufficient.

Your ?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(US, NL)islinsufficient.
Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)jsBlinsufficient.

26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.
Don’t(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,
NL) everything.
Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wdS)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wasS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sU€S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
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30)

The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manageR(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manageR(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

Speaker: bs

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{tJS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featuréS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfectY(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalgS) ?(S, L)arefundeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)arefundeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalgS) 2(S, L)arefundeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
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9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry’'fS)?(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L) understan(l) ?(S, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) 2(S,
L) understan(l) ?(S, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L) understan(l) ?(S, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.
12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkG(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surve®(US, NL)of crime reveale@importanfflissues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@importanffissues.
The survey?(US, NL)of crime reveale@importanffissues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.

If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.
If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate¢T) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
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19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

He finally saw hoylflirresponsibly h@(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howllirresponsibly h@(S, L)acted.

He finally saw hovllirresponsibly h@(S, L)acted.

Mary’qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Two year€S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is base(l') ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s basedrl) ?2(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s base(Tl) ?2(US, L)on money.
YourllevidencéS) 2(US, NL)is(S) 2(S, NL)insufficient.

Your flevidencéS) 2(US, NL)is(S) 2(S, NL)insufficient.

Your Bevidencdllis(S) 2(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{il) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
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29) James made sU€S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made su¥S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.

30) The manag&(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immensg€S) ?(S,

NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil My US, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immensé€S) ?(S,
NL) effort.

Speaker: fs
1) My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul{tJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
5) There were tw@V(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@/(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@W(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(US, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’'s(S) 2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) 2(S, L)aunt couldn’€T) ?(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(S, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
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17)  If(F) ?2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.
If (S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axi{S) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(US, NL) an?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two yeartS) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL)accountZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@?) ?(US, NL)is base(r) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.
Your (S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?2(S, NL)insufficient.

26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.
Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don't(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.
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27)

28)

29)

30)

She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa&) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone was) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made s@JS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made sudUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
The manage¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

Speaker: gk

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboufT) ?(S, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featuréS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
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6)

7

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) 2(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) 2(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)unclefandBaunt couldn’tN) 2(S, L)understand®(US,
NL)it.

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeT(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encourageme(¥) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,

NL)issues.
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15) Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.
LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one lighfT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If(F) ?2(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axisS(US, NL)ndicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'yS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NLjapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two year$(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLyagofAugust was warmer.
Two yearsS(US, NLyagolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  SimilarR(US, NL)accountéS) ?(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?2(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.
Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.
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26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Don’{(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) (S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{iT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
Everyone wg$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NLawaiting the deputy’$(US, NL)arrival.

James made su€S, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{(S, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

Speaker: js

1)

2)

3)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
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4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.

5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

There were tw@W(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featured(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect@Y(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry'sS)?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s S(S, LuncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’tD(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'D(S,
L) understand(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudgD) ?(S, NL)is positive.

13) Encouragemefi) 2(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
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14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.

If F(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could rely?(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) 2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountZ(US, NL)of ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountS) ?(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
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24)  Everyd(S, L)other relationshif) ?(US, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi) ?(US, NL)is basedTl) ?(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s Z(S, NL)insufficient.
Your ?(S, NL)evidence(SP(US, NL)is(S)?(S, NL)insufficient.

26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.

27)  She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wd$)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’'&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wa$(US, NLawaiting the deputy’€(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sr@JS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.

30) The manag&(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immensg€S) ?2(S,

NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi(US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi{US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
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Speaker: kr

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsS(US, Lare?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’sS) ?(S, L) uncleL(US, NL) andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L) uncleL(US, NL) andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'D(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L) uncleL(US, NL) andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldntD(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(S, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemeni(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragement(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragement(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed(US, NL)importan{T) (S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{T) 2(S,
NL)issues.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one ligl(T) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyJ(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
IfM(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

If V(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If V(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqdS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisZ(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLyagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf M(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf V(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)is basedl(S, NL)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi(US, NL)is basedl(S, NL)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is basedl(S, NL)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?2(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn’T(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’fT(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’fT(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made s@JS, L)of(F) ?2(US, NL)investigatingy) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managéX(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenseleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immensdfleffort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m}(US, NL)immensdfeffort.
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Speaker: mb

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalsZ(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)areR(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’tN(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragement(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?2(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importantT(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?2(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one ligl(T) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
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21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf F(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountZ(US, NL)of F(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)s basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@?(US, NL)s basedl(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your ?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t T(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou({T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don't T(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made su¥S, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suke(US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
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30)

The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenséS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi(US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manageR(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immensg€S) ?(S,
NL) effort.

Speaker: ns

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

My nephewMV/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
Again peopl@(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(S, NL)of her.
There were tw@V/(S, NL interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfectY(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalgS) ?(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
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9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry'dS)?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,

L) understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.
You can d®V(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
12)  We thinilour 2(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkBlour 2(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkBlour 2(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragement(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(S, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S, NL)issues.

15) LeaveR(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.
If(F) 2(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(S, L)on you.
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18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?2(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Two year@agoBAugust was warmer.

Two yearflagofAugust was warmer.

Two yearglagofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountS) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is base(l') ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is basedrl) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.
Don'tflalwaysflask mel(US, NL)aboutT) 2(S, NL)everything.

Don’t Walwaysflask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S, NL)everything.

Don’t Walwaysflask meJ(US, NL)abou{T) 2(S, NL)everything.

She wouldn{fT) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
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29) James made sUé€S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{(S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{(S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.

30) The manage&¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,

NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

Speaker: rj
1) My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
2) Again peoplé(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particuR{US, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@W(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
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8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglarr(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry’'fS)?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andD) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'tD(S,

L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry's(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’tN(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andD) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'D(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.
You can ddN/(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.
12)  We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13)  Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale®(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importantT(S, NL)issues.

15) LeaveR(US, NL)at least one ligfT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
LeaveF(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
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17)  If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisS(S, NL)ndicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two year$S(US, NL)agolAugust was warmetr.

Two yearsS(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.
Two yearsS(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  SimilarR(US, NL) account§S) ?2(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Everyd(S, L)other relationshif) 2(US, NL)is basedl (US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi) ?(US, NL)is basedl'(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi) ?(US, NL)is basedl'(US, L)on money.

25)  YourR(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)sHlinsufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)jsllinsufficient.
Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)jsllinsufficient.
26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don't(T) ?(S, NL)alwaysS(S, Lask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
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27)  She wouldn’'T(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28) Everyone wd$)?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

29) James made sUREUS, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.

30) The managd&¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m}{US, NL)immens.effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immens@effort.
The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m}(US, NL)immens@effort.

Speaker: sv
1) My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephewW/(S, NL)opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again peopld(S, L)are playing with fire.
3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@/(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)of her.
6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

168



7) AnimalgS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?2(S, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burgla(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10) Harry’gS)?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.
12)  We thinkK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13) Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

15) LeaveV(US, NL)at least one ligltT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
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16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

CommorN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)anN(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.

Mary'qS) ?(S, NL)only only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently
gone.

Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountZ(US, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?(S, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif?) ?(S, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(S, NL)is base(Tl) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient

Your 2(S, NL)evidencé€S) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?2(S, NL)insufficient
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26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

Don’{(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) (S,

NL) everything.

Don’'t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn’T(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn'D(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn'D(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made su¥S, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
The managé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi¥(S, NL)immenséS) ?(S,

NL) effort.
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Speaker: ss

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particub{lUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particul tJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’'t get nea?(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featurdS) ?(US, NL)of her.
It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
Animal Z(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

Harry’S) ?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?2(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attituddT) ?(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

The surveR(S, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyL(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey’ (S, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?2(US, NL)at least one ligliT) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

I Wonly Bl could rely?(S, L)on you.

If Bonly BI could rely?(S, L)on you.

If Bonly BI could relyd(US, L)on you.

The?(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL)indicate$S) ?(S, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NLjapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is(S) ?2(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two yearS) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLyagofAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.
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22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

The directoR(S, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directo?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)account§S) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif) ?2(US, NL)is base(l) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s base(Tl) ?2(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidencéS) ?(S, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidencgS) ?2(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?2(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S,

NL) everything.

Don’t(T) 2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,

NL) everything.

She wouldn{fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’€T) ?2(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.
Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy(§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made su¢S, L)of linvestigatingn) 2(S, NL)everything.

James made suUS, L)of Blinvestigatingn) 2(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of Binvestigatingn) 2(S, NL)everything.

The managé(S, NL)always has to spoil ni(S, NL)immens¢gS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immenségS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immensé€S) ?(S,
NL) effort.
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Speaker: tp

1) My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.
My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mou{®) ?(US, NL)again.

2) Again peopl@(S, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopl€(S, L)are playing with fire.
Again people€(S, L)are playing with fire.

3) He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particulitJS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.

4) Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.

5) There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€S) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V(S, NL)interesting featurdsS) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureS(US, NL)f her.

6) It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectl9(S, L)understandable to him.
It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

7 AnimalgS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalqS) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10) Harry'dS)?2(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) ?(S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) 2(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?2(S, L)aunt couldn’(T) (S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncle?(S, NL)andT) (S, L)aunt couldn’€T) (S,
L) understandd(US, NL)it.
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11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

We thinKK) ?(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkG(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkKK) (S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The surveR(S, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S, NL)issues.
The surveyL(US, NL)of crime reveale) ?(S, NL)importantN(S, NL)issues.
The surveyR(US, NL)of crime reveale@) ?(S, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

Leavé€F) ?(US, NL)at least one lightT) ?(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeavdF) ?(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?2(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?2(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyJ(US, L)on you.

If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

Thel(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJ(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJd(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
He finally saw how®(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.

Mary’'qS) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is(S) ?(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s S(S, NL)nly daughteR(US, NL)is S(US, NLapparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?2(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is S(US, NL)apparently gone.
Two year$(US, NLagolAugust was warmer.

Two yearsS(US, NLyagofAugust was warmer.

Two year$S) 2(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
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22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

The directoR(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.

Similar?(US, NL)accountéS) ?(S, NL)of(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf (S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLYf(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
Everyd(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedr) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?) ?2(US, NL)is basedT) ?(US, L)on money.
Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?2(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s S(S, NL)nsufficient.

Your ?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Don’{(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me2(S, NL)aboufT) (S,

NL) everything.

Don’t N(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me2(S, NL)abou{T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(S, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL)everything.

She wouldn({fT) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’(T) ?(S, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone waS(US, NLjawaiting the deputy{§) ?(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wa$(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’'&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone waS) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy($) ?(US, NL)arrival.
James made surRgUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of(F) ?(S, NL)investigatingG) ?(S, NL)everything.
The manage¥(S, NL)always has to spoil m¥(S, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi(US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my{US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,

NL) effort.
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12.4.4 Transcripts of the native speakers of Englis

Speaker: Brit. (British)

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.
Again peoplé&(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld_(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particUR{US, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn't get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfectl(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They spenfl (S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglar(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
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10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

Harry’sS) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andT) ?(S, L)aunt couldn'tT(S,

L) understandt.

Harry’s Z(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’'tN(S, L)understand
Kit.

Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’tN(S, L)understand
Kit.

You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can ddN/(S, NL)anything toW/(US, L)us.

You can daN(S, NL)anything to?(US, L)us.

We thinkK(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{N) 2(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one light(S, L)on.

CommorN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyJ(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.

If F(S, NL)only 2(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If E(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

Thed(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJ(S, L)axisZ(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
TheJd(S, L)axigS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
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19) He finally saw hoWR(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howR(US, NL)irresponsibly hé(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(US, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NL)f(F) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf (S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf M(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshif?(US, NL)s basedl(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(US, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s S(US, NL)nsufficient.
Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) ?(US, NL)insufficient.
26) Don’(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) (S,
NL) everything.
Don't T(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask mel(US, NL)aboutT(S, NL)everything.
Don’t T(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL)everything.
27)  She wouldn'T(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’fT(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.
She wouldn’fT(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

28)  Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone waZ(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
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29)

30)

James made surRgUS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
The managéX(S, NL)always has to spoil m(US, NL)immensé€S) ?(S,

NL) effort.

The manageR(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenseS(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenseS(S,

NL) effort.

Speaker: Aus.(Australian)

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephewM/(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particuR{US, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particultJS, NL)aboutT(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn’'t get nedR(US, NL)enough.
Some peopl&(S, L)obviously didn't get neaR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@V/(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.

It seemed perfectly(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)areR(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
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8) They sperfl) ?(S, NL)everyJ(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They speniN(S, NL)everyd(S, NL)evening drinking tea.
They spenfl (S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

9) The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.
The burglar?(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

10)  Harry’'fS)?(S, L)uncle?(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,

L)understand(US, NL)it.
Harry’sZ(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S, L)understand
D(US, NL)it.
Harry’s(S) ?(S, L)uncleL(US, NL)andN) ?(S, L)aunt couldn’(N) ?(S,
L)understand(US, NL)it.
11)  You can d@(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can d®(S, NL)anything to?(S, L)us.
You can ddN(S, NL)anything ta?(S, L)us.
12)  We thinkK(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
We thinkK(S, L)our ?(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

13) EncouragemefiN) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemenk(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encourageme(i¥) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.

14)  The surveR(US, NL)of crime reveale(D) ?(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{N) ?(S,
NL)issues.
The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{N) 2(S,
NL)issues.

15) Leavé€F) ?(S, NL)at least one lighT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.
LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighiT) ?(S, L)on.

16) CommorR(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easyd(S, L)opportunities.
Common?(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
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17)  If(F) ?(S, NL)only ?(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If(F) ?(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axi{S)?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axisS(S, NL)indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.
The?(S, L)axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLan?(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw howW(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.
He finally saw howR(S, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qZ) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(Z) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmetr.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two yearsZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The directo?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL) accountsS(US, NL)f(V) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL)accountsZ(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL)accountsZ(US, NL)of V(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshiP) ?(S, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshifP) ?(S, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshifP) ?(S, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencgS) ?(US, NL)is(S) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your R(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s S(US, NL)nsufficient.
Your (S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(S) 2(US, NL)insufficient.
26) Don’{(T) ?(S, NL)alwaygZ) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)aboufT) ?(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) ?(S, NL)everything.
Don’t(N) ?(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)about{) ?(S,
NL) everything.
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27)

28)

29)

30)

She wouldn{N) ?(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all the?(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’tN(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made surRfUS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL) investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The manageé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immensg€S) 2(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL) immenséS) ?(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immenségS) ?(S,

NL) effort.

Speaker: Am.(American)

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

My nephew?(S, NL) opened his mout®(US, NL)again.

Again peopl@(US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld (US, L)are playing with fire.

Again peopld(US, L)are playing with fire.

He thought that he was particul{lUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
He thought that he was particuRfUS, NL)aboutD(US, NL)it.
Some peopl@(S, L)obviously didn’t get nead®(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
Some peoplR(S, L)obviously didn’t get neaR(US, NL)enough.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featur€) ?(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
There were tw@(S, NL)interesting featureg(US, NL)of her.
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6)

7

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

It seemed perfect®(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

It seemed perfecty(S, L)understandable to him.

AnimalgZ) ?(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.
AnimalsZ(US, L)are?(S, L)undeniably?(S, L)utterly cute.

They sperfl) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

They sper(il) ?(S, NL)every?(S, NL)evening drinking tea.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(US, NL)in the bank was his brother.

The burglaR(S, NL)in the bank was his brother.
Harry'sflunclefandBaunt couldn’¢T) 2(S, L)understand®(US, NL)it.
Harry's Bunclefandfaunt couldn’tT(S, L)understandd(US, NL)it.
Harry’s funclefandBaunt couldn’(N) 2(S, L)understand(US, NL)it.
You can d@(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can daN(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

You can d®(S, NL)anything toW(US, L)us.

We thinKK) 2(S, L)our?(S, L)attitudd€D) ?(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)ourR(S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.

We thinkK(US, L)our (S, L)attitudeD(US, NL)is positive.
Encouragemefi) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
Encouragememi(US, NL)attempts will not bolsteR(S, NL)anything.
Encouragemef(it) ?(US, NL)attempts will not bolste?(S, NL)anything.
The surve@(US, NL)of crime reveale(D) ?(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{N) 2(S,
NL)issues.

The survey(US, NL)of crime revealed®(US, NL)importan{T) ?(S,
NL)issues.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one ligl(T) ?(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.

LeaveV(US, NL)at least one lighD(S, L)on.
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16) CommorN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.
CommonN(US, NL)intruders prefeR(S, NL)easy?(S, L)opportunities.

17) I (S, NL)only (S, L)I could rely?(S, L)on you.

If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.
If F(S, NL)only J(S, L)I could relyd(US, L)on you.

18) The?(S, L)axi{S) ?2(S, NL) indicate$S) ?(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L) axigS) ?2(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NL)an?(S, L)unexpected drop.
Thed(S, L)axiqS) ?(S, NL) indicatesS(US, NLanN(S, L)unexpected drop.

19) He finally saw hov(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

He finally saw how?(US, NL)irresponsibly he(S, L)acted.
He finally saw how?(US, NL)irresponsibly h&(S, L)acted.

20) Mary’'qyS)?(S, NL)only daughteR(S, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s Z(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.
Mary’s(S) ?(S, NL)only daughteR(US, NL)is Z(US, NL)apparently gone.

21)  Two yearZ(US, NL)agofAugust was warmer.

Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.
Two yearZ(US, NL)agolAugust was warmer.

22)  The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.
The director?(US, NL)insisted wel(S, NL)ate with him.
The directoR(US, NL)insisted we?(S, NL)ate with him.

23)  Similar?(US, NL) account§S) ?2(US, NL)of(V) ?(S, NL)all cities were told.
SimilarR(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf M(S, NL)all cities were told.
Similar?(US, NL) accountsS(US, NLpf V(S, NL)all cities were told.

24)  Every?(S, L)other relationshi@®) ?(US, NL)is base(T) ?(US, L)on money.
EveryJ(S, L)other relationshi@) ?(US, NL)is basedl'(US, L)on money.
Every?(S, L)other relationshi@P) ?(US, NL)is basedl(US, L)on money.

25)  Your?(S, NL)evidencé€S) ?(S, NL)is(Z) ?(S, NL)insufficient.

Your 2(S, NL)evidenceS(US, NL)s(Z) ?(S, NL)insufficient.
Your ?(S, NL)evidence(S)(S, NL)is(Z)?(S, NL)insufficient.
26) Don’(T) ?2(S, NL)alwaygS) ?(S, L)ask me?(US, NL)abou(T) 2(S,
NL) everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)aboutD(S, NL)everything.
Don’t N(S, NL)alwaysZ(S, L)ask meJ(US, NL)abou{T) ?(S, NL)everything.
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27)

28)

29)

30)

She wouldn’T(US, NL)explore?(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn'tN(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

She wouldn’fT(US, NL)exploreR(S, NL)all theJ(S, L)options.

Everyone wd$) ?(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.
Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

Everyone wag(US, NL)awaiting the deputy’&(US, NL)arrival.

James made sREUS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
James made suR{US, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingg(S, NL)everything.
James made suUS, L)of V(US, NL)investigatingn) ?(S, NL)everything.
The manageé¥(S, NL)always has to spoil myUS, NL)immensg€S) 2(S,
NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil my(US, NL)immenseS(S,

NL) effort.

The manage?(S, NL)always has to spoil mi{US, NL)immensgS) ?(S,
NL) effort.
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12.5 Transcripts of the short Czech text

Speaker: ao

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimdgadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(#) ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimdgadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sol& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktta hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bappti slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(¥) ?(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: bb

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovi&t ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. idtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hosti ?2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) ?(S,

NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky Zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(S,
NL)uZ je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovidt ?(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hosti ?2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: dm

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde veskeré stavby vyZaduiji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, tofuz
je, uznejte, sam®d(S, NL)o sol& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovi&t ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. idtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hosti ?2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) ?(S,

NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky Zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podlozimil(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to W(S,
NL)uZ je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnickK(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovidt ?(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hosti ?2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: jd

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnickK(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. idtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hosti ?2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) ?(S,

NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,
kde se pimérna?(S, NL)inorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy, kde
veskeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou betond@&) NL)injektdz zaklad, to W(S,
NL)uZ je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad firodou.
Jenze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?2(S, L)a hostt W(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: jr

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostni blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ildtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimdgadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniformachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolérprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: kh

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovidt 2(US,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(¥) ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimdgadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bamptni slozky W(S,

NL) uniformachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hostt W(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,
NL) okoli.

193



Speaker: kg

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZze Putiiiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostni blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovi&t ?(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal@(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojndsobnou beton@(B8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ildtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: ks
Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojndsobnou beton@(B8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim viizstvim nad firodou.
JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt xilometra déli hlavni sportovi&t ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () 2(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimdgadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniformachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(#) ?(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: Ip

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasokrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZi(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(US, NL)o sol& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni sp@kenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: mm

Normal tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde veSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojndsobnou beton@(B8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktta hry neumistil ndhodou. Pouhyctit xilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sant(S, NL)o sol& ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt ilometra déli hlavni sportovidt ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal@(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: md

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,
kde se pimérna?(S, NL)inorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy, kde
veskeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou betondM@&) NL)injektdz zaklad, to?(S,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,
kde se pimérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvyiay, kde
veskeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou betond@&@j NL)injektaz zaklad, to W(US,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice ) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprodysre(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, Bappti slozky (F) ?2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: mw

Normal tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasokrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZi(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctit fxilometra déli hlavni sportovist ?(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni sp@kenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
W(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvareni lazéiského ndsta na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(¥) ?(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: pk

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprastni blizkosti lokalniclg(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky W(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasokrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,

NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,

kde se pimérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvyiay, kde
veskeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou betond@&j NL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(US,
NL)uzZ je, uznejte, sam@/(S, NL)o sol ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalniclg(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni sp@kenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky W(S,

NL) uniforméchy(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolmievysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov&@V(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥/(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: pd

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,
kde se pkimérna?(S, NL)inorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy, kde
veskeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou betond@&) NL)injektdz zaklad, to?(US,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba

s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvaeni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(#) ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,

kde se pimérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozia(US, L)acastymi sesuvydy, kde
veskeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou betond@&j NL)injektaz zaklad, to ?(US,
NL)uZ je, uznejte, sam@/(S, NL)o solg J(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putiiiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spalenstvi ji nadal&V(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ildtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti W(S, NL)olympiéady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(¥) ?(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: th

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZim(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(8uNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéaského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () 2(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérnaW(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podlozim(US, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy
pudy, kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton®(S, NL)injektaz zaklad,
to W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@/(S, NL)o solg J(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim
nad girodou.

Jenze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradil(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi,iteba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, kterd byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil2(s,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spaékenstvi ji nadal&V(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. ldtvareni lazéasského nésta na neprodysre(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bappti slozky (F) ?(S,

NL) uniformachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy (W) 2(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: vt

Normal tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZir(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
?2(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasokrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
?(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy () ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpmérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy nélizuje k nule,

v krajin¢ s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloZi(S, L)a ¢astymi sesuvyialy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni sp@kenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti 2(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥#(S,

NL) okoli.
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Speaker: vn

Normal tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada

v subtropech, kde setpnérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule,

v krajiné s mimagadre slozitym geologickym podloziml(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy,
kde vesSkeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou beton@(BuNL)injektaz zaklad, to
W(US, NL)uz je, uznejte, san(S, NL)o solg ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZe Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou siMi{S,
NL)uzmuta2(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietva‘eni lazéského nista na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméachX) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasokrprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy(¥) ?(S,
NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,

kde se pimérna?(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajig

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvyiay, kde
vesSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou betond{&, NL)injektaz zaklad, to W(US,
NL)uzZ je, uznejte, sam@/(S, NL)o sol ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad
piirodou.

JenZze Putifiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradi}(S, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi, fieba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni sp@kenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky. fldtvareni lazéského nésta na neprody&re(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky (F) 2(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti W(S, NL)olympiady, raketov@(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,
NL) okoli.
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Speaker: zp

Normal tempo

Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimri(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,
kde se pimérnaW(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy néplizuje k nule, v krajir

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy, kde
veskeré stavby vyZaduji trojnasobnou betondM@&y NL)injektdz zaklad, to W(US,
NL)uz je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vizstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putifiv rezim si stejit snadno poradil(US, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi,iteba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalnictX) ?(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovigt W(S,
NL)od hranice &) ?(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spgkenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
?2(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.etvaeni l1azéského ndsta na neprodysnii(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitooué vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma"“, Bapptni slozky W(S,

NL) uniforméch{X) ?(S, L)a v civilu, desetindsolérpievysujici pget spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti ?(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,

NL) okoli.

Fast tempo
Fantasticky zanr je bytostmuskou specialitou. Zimrii(S, NL)olympiada v subtropech,

kde se pimérnaW(S, NL)unorova teplota nikdy négplizuje k nule, v krajir

s mimaadre slozitym geologickym podlozif(S, L)acastymi sesuvy iy, kde
veSkeré stavby vyzaduji trojnasobnou betond@&j NL)injektaz zaklad, to W(US,
NL)uZ je, uznejte, sam@(S, NL)o sok ?(S, NL)impozantnim vitzstvim nad firodou.
JenZe Putiiiv reZzim si stejit snadno poradil(US, NL)i s jinymi protivenstvimi,iteba
s bezpeénostni hrozbou. Do bezprostini blizkosti lokalniclg(S, NL)ozbrojenych
konfliktt hry neumistil nAhodou. Pouhyctt fxilometni déli hlavni sportovist W(S,
NL)od hranice €(S, L)Abchazii, ktera byla sice Gruzii vojenskou sil($,
NL)uzmuta?(S, L)avSak mezinarodni spekenstvi ji nadal®(S, NL)uznavaji coby
W(S, NL)uzemi této republiky.ietvareni lazéiského ndsta na neprodysm(S,
NL)uzaweny vojensky prostor, zatarasy v sedmadvacetikitoowé vzdalenosti

s napisem ,Vstupujete do zakazaného pasma®“, kanptni slozky W(S,

NL) uniformachX(S, L)a v civilu, desetinasolérprevysujici pdet spoludastniki
W(US, L)a hosti W(S, NL)olympiady, raketov®(S, NL)odpalovaci rampy ¥(S,
NL) okoli.
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12.6 Transcripts of the short German text

Speaker: as

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?2(US, NL)in 2(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@&{US, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo

WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im (S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den ElefanteR(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{US, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm(#gk ?(S, L)Einlegearbeite®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@éhf(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBe@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grof3projekte, menschliche Siedam®(US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: bs

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(US, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(S, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurR(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatzS(S, NL)der gar
nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(S, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schn{#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteiN(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@@hf(US, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: fs

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(S, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit JahrtausendéfuS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@oh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: gk

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schn{#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteiN(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@ehf(S, NL)undT(S, NL)Elefanten
werden daher seit jeher gejagt. Neben der Bejaguamgn?(US, NL)und sind diel(S,
NL) Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von Lebensraumverlust,
durch nicht standortgerechte Landwirtsc(iBft ?(S, L)agroindustrielle Grol3projekte,
menschliche Siedlung&(US, NL)und StralRenbau bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im ?(S, L)AnsatdS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit JahrtausendbS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)ElfenbeinN(US, L)als
Rohstoff flr kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur8ehmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuridse Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind dieJ(S, NL)Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grof3projekte, menschliche Siedam®(US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: js

Normal tempo

WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den ElefanteN(US, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit Jahrtausend@bS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
N(US, NL)und luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande be@h(S, NL)undT) ?(S,
NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung wareiN(US,
NL)und sind di€(S, NL)Elefantenbestande va(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund
von Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerelcatelwirtschaffT), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.

210



Speaker: kr

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedan®(S, NL)und Stral3enbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit Jahrtausend@bS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@oh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: mb

Normal tempo

WahrendT) ?(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit Jahrtausend@bS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, SkulpturchmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriodse Gebrauchsgegenstande be@@oh(US, NL)undN) ?(S,
NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit JahrtausendéfuS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
N(US, NL)und luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande be@h(S, NL)undT) ?(S,
NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung wareiN(US,
NL)und sind di€(S, NL)Elefantenbestande va(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund
von Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerelcatelwirtschaffT), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®(US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: ns

Normal tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsanflist den Elefantefflihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen. Seit
Jahrtausenden(US, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur kunstvolle
Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm(€k, ?(S, L)Einlegearbeite(US, NL)und
luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande beg€nre(S, NL)undT) ?(S, NL)Elefanten
werden daher seit jeher gejagt. Neben der BejagiamgnN(US, NL)und sind diel(S,
NL) Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von Lebensraumverlust,
durch nicht standortgerechte LandwirtsctiBft ?(S, L)agroindustrielle Grol3projekte,
menschliche Siedlung&(S, NL)und StralRenbau bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im (S, L)AnsatzS(US, NL)pder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsanflist den Elefantefflihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen. Seit
Jahrtausenden(US, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur kunstvolle
Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm(€k, ?(S, L)Einlegearbeite(US, NL)und
luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande be@g€nre(S, NL)undD) ?(S, NL)Elefanten
werden daher seit jeher gejagt. Neben der BejagiamgnN(US, NL)und sind diel(S,
NL) Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von Lebensraumverlust,
durch nicht standortgerechte LandwirtscfiBft ?(S, L)agroindustrielle Grol3projekte,
menschliche Siedlung&(S, NL)und Stralenbau bedroht.
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Speaker: 1j

Normal tempo

WahrendD) ?(US, NL)in ?2(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit Jahrtausend@bS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande be@oh(S, NL)undN) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.

214



Speaker: sv

Normal tempo

WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schn{#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteiN(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedamg(US, NL)und Stral3enbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo

WahrendT (US, NL)in (S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den ElefanteR(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{US, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)ElfenbeinN(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm(#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@éhf(S, NL)undD) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBe@gung warei(US,
NL)und sind di€(S, NL)Elefantenbestdnde va(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund
von Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerelcatelwirtschaftT), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedaimg(US, NL)und Stral3enbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: ss

Normal tempo

WahrendT(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(S, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nur?(US, NL)im 2(S, L)AnsatZS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteR®(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit JahrtausendéfuS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulptur@chmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@oh(S, NL)undT) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelWwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StralRenbau
bedroht.
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Speaker: tp

Normal tempo

WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem
verlangerte Schneidezahne (®2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im 2(S, L)Ansat4S) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

GemeinsanM(US, NL)ist den Elefantef(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den
Menschen. Seit Jahrtausend@bS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als
Rohstoff fir kunstvolle Schnitzereien, SkulpturchmuckK), ?(S, L)Einlegearbeiten
?(US, NL)und luxuriose Gebrauchsgegenstande be@oh(S, NL)undD) ?(S,

NL) Elefanten werden daher seit jeher gejagt. NebeBé@gung waref(US, NL)und
sind die?(S, NL)Elefantenbestéande v&(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von
Lebensraumverlust, durch nicht standortgerechtelwatschaf(T), ?(S,

L) agroindustrielle Grol3projekte, menschliche Siedam®US, NL)und StraRenbau
bedroht.

Fast tempo
WahrendD(US, NL)in ?(S, L)Afrika beiderlei Geschlecht&(US, NL)extrem

verlangerte Schneidezahne (®<2(S, NL)Oberkiefers haben, sind sie bei den
Asiatischen Weibche®(S, NL)oft nurW(US, NL)im ?(S, L)AnsatdS) ?(S, NL)oder
gar nicht vorhanden.

Gemeinsan?(US, NL)ist den Elefante®(S, NL)ihre Bedrohung durch den Menschen.
Seit Jahrtausend@{UsS, NL)ist(T) ?(S, NL)Elfenbein?(US, L)als Rohstoff fur
kunstvolle Schnitzereien, Skulpturen, Schm(#gk ?(S, L)EinlegearbeiteiN(US,
NL)und luxuriése Gebrauchsgegenstande be@eh(S, NL)undD(S, NL)Elefanten
werden daher seit jeher gejagt. Neben der BejagamgnN(US, NL)und sind di€(S,
NL) Elefantenbestande v@(S, NL)allem?(US, NL)aufgrund von Lebensraumverlust,
durch nicht standortgerechte LandwirtscfiBft ?(S, L)agroindustrielle Grol3projekte,
menschliche Siedlung&(US, NL)und Stralenbau bedroht.
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12.7 Tables with results (English sentences)

12.7.1 Moravian Czech subjects

Speaker: ao
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1 Stress(1) 4.113 1.059 15.082 1 .000 61.148
Constant 31 .338 4.688 1 .030 2.077
step 2”  LinkType 2.172 2 .338
LinkType(1) 17.759 | 5150.559 .000 1 997 51592401.0
LinkType(2) -1.694 1.150 2.172 1 141 184
Stress(1) 4,283 1.079 15.829 1 .000 73.196
Constant 1.684 1.086 2.407 1 121 5.388
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: LinkType.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  Stress -48.188 34.234 1 .000
Step 2 LinkType -31.071 12.881 2 .0o2
Stress -42.010 34.757 1 .000
Speaker: bb
Variables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(E)
Step 1°  PrevSeg 5586 3 134
PrevSeg(1) 2.5T71 1.088 5. 586 1 018 13.078
PrevSeg(2) 19.511 5469.570 .ooo 1 887 297587471
PrevSeg{3) -22.895 16408.711 .ooo 1 533 000
Constant 1.692 411 16.916 1 milili] 5.423
Step Eh Stress(1) A.745 1.166 10.322 1 Bilik] 42 327
Prev5eg B_360 3 033
PrevSeg(1) 3.385 1471 B.360 1 004 29.518
PrevSeg(2) 19.548 ATES 975 Ritii] 1 887 IDBT02595
PrevSeg(3) -21.003 16408.T11 Ritii] 1 2935 000
Constant -.200 601 110 1 _T40 .19
Step - o Stress(1) 4. 658 1.463 10.132 1 004 105.395
PrevSeg 5. 8T0 3 118
PrevSeg(1) 3.293 1.359 5 870 1 015 26.919
PrevSeg(2) 18.5T5 4B66 562 Rilili] 1 a8ar 116658164
PrevSeg(3) -22. 188 16408.T11 Rilili] 1 2533 .00d
WowHeig(1) -3.010 1.2T72 5.605 1 018 -049
Constant 983 B3 1.328 1 .249 2.6T72

a. Variabla(s) entered on step 1: Previeg.

b. Variable{s} entered

an step 2; Stress,

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3 VowHeig,

218




Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Lag Log Sig. of the
| Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  PrevSeg -48 950 48 481 3 000
Step 2  Stress -24.720 16.845 1 000
PrevSeg -34.783 36.971 3 000
Step 3  Stress -22 165 193867 1 000
PrevSeg -30.875 36.987 3 000
VowHeig -16.287 7.632 1 006
Speaker: dm
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1"  PrevSeg 1.339 3 .720
PrevSeg(1) 17.648 4672.338 .000 1 997 46156424.1
PrevSeg(2) -1.294 1.118 1.33%9 1 .247 274
PrevSeq(3) | -24.758 | 28420.722 .000 1 .999 .000
Constant 3.555 1.014 12.288 1 .000 35.000
step 2®  Stress(1) 1.783 .909 3.850 1 .050 5.948
PrevSeq .602 3 .89¢
PrevSeg(1) 18.104 4487.719 .000 1 997 72851288.7
PrevSeg(2) -.901 1.181 .602 1 438 408
PrevSeq(3) | -23.197 | 28420.722 .000 1 .999% .000
Constant 1.995 1.245 2.568 1 109 7.349
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: PrevSeg.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Stress.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
[Step 1 Prevseg 32.015 21.769 000
Step2 Stress -21.130 3.629 057
PrevSeg -28.210 17.789 .000

219




Speaker: jd

Wariables in the Equation

B 5E Wald df Sig. Exp{E)
Step 1°  Stress{i) 2.367 371 40.781 1 .00 10 667
Constant -.683 267 E.7T26 1 009 500
Step Zh Stress(1) 2.559 430 35411 1 000 12926
Type(1) 2.013 433 | 21.570 1 000 7.482
Constant -1.751 398 19.368 1 .00 AT4
Step 3® Stress(1) 2616 458 32.588 1 .00 13.684
Tempo 10.72%9 2 00s
Tempo{1} -1.B84 .5g2 104639 1 001 152
Tempo(2) -1.433 572 B.2T1 1 012 .239
Type(1) 2.281 4T3 23.239 1 .00 5.790
Constant -.6T8 507 1.7B6 1 181 508
Step -ld Stress(1) 2.7158 ATT 32.409 1 000 15.093
Tempo 11.096 2 004
Tempo(1) -1.941 592 10.749 1 .00 144
Tempo(2) -1.496 582 E.616 1 .010 .224
LengthP 584 258 5.242 1 022 1.784
Type(1) 2.347 488 | 23.057 1 000 | 10.457
Constant -1.T64 710 B.172 1 .013 AT
Step 5°  Stress{i) 2577 .485 27141 1 .00 13.161
PrevSeq 8.27T1 3 041
PrevSeg(1) 1.378 584 5.560 1 .n18 3.966
PrevSeg(2) 838 B27 2.228 1 138 2.549
PrevSeg(3) -1.504 1.430 1.108 1 .29%3 .222
Tempo 10.B6E 2 04
Tempao{1} -2.055 G625 10.815 1 001 128
Tempao(2) -1.438 BT 5.435 1 020 23T
LengthP 5az2 .280 4.303 1 .038 1.789
Type(1) 2.566 523 24.071 1 .00 13.017
Constant -2.558 BB B.GB3 1 003 07T
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: 5tress,
b. Variakle{s) entered on step 2: Type
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Tempo.
d. Variable{s) entered on step 4: LengthP.
e_Variable(s) entered on step 5: PrevSeg.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log 5ig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -113.343 47.041 1 .0oon
Step 2 Stress -95.096 44257 1 .0oon
Type -B5.823 25.711 1 .0oon
Step 3  Stress -91.542 41.670 1 000
Tempo -TE.96T 12.520 2 .00z
Type -B5.364 29.313 1 .0oon
Step 4  Stress -B5.128 42.554 1 .0oon
Tempo -T4.344 12.986 2 002
LengthP -T0.707 5.713 1 017
Type -B2.612 29.522 1 .0oon
Step 5  Stress -B0.321 34.050 1 .0oon
PrevSeg -6T.851 9.109 3 028
Tempo -65.800 13.008 2 001
LengthP -65.TTT 4.961 1 026
Type -75.340 32.087 1 .0oon
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Speaker: jr
Wariables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. ExpiB)
Step 1® Stress(1) 3.301 641 26.535 1 000 27.143
Constant .3386 .262 1.651 1 195 1.400
Step 2H Stress(1) 3.299 TT3 18.215 1 000 27.090
PrevSeg 1.579 3 664
PrevSeg(1) .B186 .66E 1.499 1 221 2.261
PrevSeg(2) 508 648 615 1 433 1.662
PrevSeg(3) | -22.704 12814.403 ML) 1 -99%9 -ooo
Constant .258 443 -340 1 560 1.295
Step 3® Stress(1) 3.460 .T94 18.974 1 .0on 31.823
PrevSeg 1.570 3 666
PrevSeg(1) 812 .T28 1.570 1 210 2. 488
PrevSeq(2) 408 .T35 S310 1 578 1.506
PrevSeg(3) | -22.214 | 12708.730 LT 1 9949 T
Freq 001 .00 3.125 1 077 1.001
Constant - 466 515 BT 1 366 .628
Step 4d Stress(1) 3.510 WBAT 18.448 1 000 33.433
PrevSeg 1.146 3 .TGH
PrevSeg(1) .7T52 .TG2 974 1 324 2.122
PrevSeg(2) 633 .Tan 642 1 423 1.883
PrewSeg(3) | -21.947 12896.444 ML) 1 29959 -ooo
FregP .0oo .ooo 3.701 1 054 1.000
Freq .0o1 .ooo 2725 1 IEE: 1.001
Constant -.994 605 2700 1 o0 AT0
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1; 5tress.
b. ¥Yariable(s} entered on step 2: Previeq.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3. Freg.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: FragP.
Meodel if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  Stress -T7.289 45171 1 .000
Step 2  Stress -59.322 32.105 1 .000
PrevSeg -54.703 22.868 3 .000
Step3  Stress -51.329 31.752 1 .000
PrevSeg -44 137 17.367 3 .001
Freq -43.269 15.632 1 .000
Stepd4  Stress -47.854 29.839 1 .000
PrevSeq -41.017 16.167 3 .001
FreqP -35.453 5.039 1 025
Freq -41.769 17.669 1 .000
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Speaker: kh

Variables in the Equation

B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1°  Stress(1) 3.728 T71 23.361 1 .000 41.603
Constant 423 .295 2.053 1 152 1.5286
Step 2P Stress(1) 4.7T38 1.133 17.477 1 000 | 114.2860
PrevSeg 9.033 3 .029%
PrevSeq(1) 3.700 1.232 9.027 1 003 40.447
PrevSeg(2) 1.157 .825 1.965 1 161 3.180
PrevSeq(3) | -23.004 | 13778.831 .000 1 .999 .000
Constant -.839 .692 1.472 1 .225 432
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2. PrevSeq.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
| Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  Stress -64.466 43.853 1 .000
Step2  Stress -45.908 40.831 1 .000
PrevSeg -42.539 34.093 3 .000
Speaker: kg
Variables in the Er|:|uati|::'nrI
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp{B}
Step‘la Stress(1) 2.529 443 32672 1 .0on 12.545
Constamt -.DBT .295 087 1 .TG68 817
Step 2“ Stress(1) 2.890 564 26.256 1 000 17.989
PrevSeq 13.48% 3 004
PrevSeg(1) 2.518 G958 13.094 1 000 12.378
PrevSeg(2) 1.495 614 5.936 1 015 4.460
PrevSeg(3) -19.694 17974 843 il 1 .599 i)
Constamt -1.509 .595 6.438 1 011 221
Step Ci-c Stress(1) 2.983 .G08 24.088 1 .0oon 19.746
PrevSeq 14.003 3 003
PrevSeg(1) 2.T61 .ThH2 13.469 1 .0oon 15.819
PrevSeg(2) 1.685 655 6.613 1 010 5.395
PrevSeg(3) -19.759 17110151 oo 1 .5949 .0oo
Type(1) 1.898 56T | 11.180 1 001 6.660
Constamt 2.528 T23 12.230 1 .0oon 080
Step a9 Stress(1) 3.569 T23 24.343 1 .0oon 35497
PrevSeq 13.024 3 005
PrevSeg(1) 3.128 -B&T 13.021 1 .0oon 22 829
PrevSeg(2) 1.057 .6E8 2.360 1 125 2877
PrevSeg(3) -20.580 15241179 oo 1 .9949 .0oo
LengthP 1.355 468 8374 1 004 3.878
Type(1) 2.275 831 | 12.337 1 oo 5728
Constamt -5. 1286 1.238 17.145 1 .0on D08
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Step 5°  Stress(1) 4722 1.045 20.430 1 .0oo 112.364
PrevSeg 13.896 3 003
PrevSeg(1) 3.958 1.063 13.857 1 .0oo 52.349
Prev5eg(2) 408 .TGE .2B4 1 594 1.508
PrevSeg(3) -22.271 13542.032 Rilili] 1 .5498 .oon
LengthP 2127 .BGE 10.140 1 001 B.3B9
Type(1) 2.873 754 14.518 1 .0on 17.691
TypeF(1) 1.981 854 5.309 1 021 7.325
Constant -8 005 2.032 15.516 1 .0on .0oon

Step &' LinkType 5.1986 1 023
LinkType{2) -2.790 1.224 5.196 1 023 061
Stress(1) 5078 1.203 17.800 1 .ooo 160.374
PrevSeg 14.506 3 .oo2
PrevSeg(1) 6.942 1.826 14.453 1 000 [ 1034.564
PrevSeg(2) 1.650 1.075 2357 1 L1285 5.209
PrevSeg(3) -19.912 | 13408.285 oo 1 .5498 oon
LengthP 2.074 742 T.B16 1 005 7.957
Type(1) 3.325 875 14.455 1 .0oo 27.802
TypeF(1) 2.750 1.053 6.821 1 008 15.650
Constant -8 605 2.313 13.843 1 .0oo .ooon

Step 79 LinkType 5.342 1 021
LinkType{2) -2 837 1.227 5.342 1 021 059
Stress(1) 5087 1.201 17.948 1 .0oo 161.968
PrevSeq 14.783 3 002
PrevSeg(1) 7.082 1.848 14.735 1 000 | 1202.262
Prev5eg(2) 1.760 1.081 2,645 1 04 5813
PrevSeg(3) -19.282 | 13496.211 Rl 1 5498 .ooon
LengthP 2.036 .T24 7.5904 1 005 7.662
Type(1) 2.912 962 9.159 1 ooz 18.402
TypeF(1) 2.628 1.047 6.305 1 012 13.847
Freq .oon .ooo .G56 1 418 1.000
Constant -8 555 2267 14.247 1 .0oon .oon

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress.

b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Previeg.

c. Variableis) entered on step 3: Type.

d. Variable{s) entered on step 4. LengthP.

e. Variable(s) entered on step 5. TypeF.

f. Variable(s) entered on step & LinkType.

g. Variable{s} entered on stap 7: Freq.

h. Stepwise procedure stopped because removing the least significant variable result in a previously fitted maodel
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
yariabl Likelihoad Likelihood df Change
Step 1  Stress -B5.291 37.207 1 000
Step 2 Stress -71.942 24.018 1 000
PrevSeg -66.687 23.509 3 000
Step 3  Stress -64.189 31.650 1 .00
PrevSeg -60.738 24.T46 3 .00
Type -54.933 13.137 1 .00
Step 4  Stress -61.294 37151 1 .00
PrevSeg -55.782 26.126 3 .0oo
LengthP -4B.365 11.292 1 001
Type -50.807 16177 1 .0oo
Step 5  Stress -61.233 44 112 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -54.773 31.191 3 .0oo
LengthP -4T7.761 17.168 1 .0oo
Type -49. 611 20.B6T 1 .0oo
TypeF -42.719 T.083 1 .0og
Step & LinkType -39177 6.143 1 013
Stress -57.390 42 569 1 .0oo
FrevSeg -52.992 33.772 3 .0oo
LengthP -42 508 12.804 1 .0oo
Type -47.833 23.454 1 000
TypeF -41.360 10.508 1 .00
Step 7 LinkType -38.880 6.404 1 LR
Stress -5T7.064 42.T72 1 .00
PrevSeg -52.830 34.304 3 .00
LengthP -42.152 12.947 1 .00
Type -41.747 12.137 1 .0oo
TypeF -40.353 5.350 1 002
Freq -36.106 855 1 355
Speaker: ks
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1°  PrevSeg 25.056 3 .000
PrevSeg(1) 757 451 2.821 1 .083 2.131
PrevSeg(2) .692 427 2.628 1 .105 1.997
PrevSeg(3) -2.473 .680 13.214 1 .000 .084
Constant 314 .302 1.080 1 .299 1.368
Step2”  Prevseg 22.431 3 .000
PrevSeg(1) 604 494 1.493 1 .222 1.830
PrevSeg(2) 861 465 3.432 1 .064 2.365
PrevSeg(3) -2.580 .748 11.789 1 .001 077
Tempo 20.3286 2 .000
Tempo(1) -1.913 534 12.822 1 .000 .148
Tempo(2) -2.409 .540 19.929 1 .000 .0%0
Constant 1.885 521 13.078 1 .000 6.588
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Step3°  PrevSeg 25.472 3 .000
PrevSeg(1) 1.291 .563 5.250 1 022 3.8636
PrevSeg(2) .991 .503 3.877 1 .049 2.893
PrevSeg(3) -2.540 .759 11.200 1 .001 L0789
Tempo 21.480 2 .000
Tempo(1) -2.079 .566 13.464 1 .000 .125
Tempo(2) -2.632 574 21.011 1 .000 072
Length .812 224 13.198 1 .000 2.253
Constant 212 671 100 1 752 1.236
step4? LinkType 15.199 1 .000
LinkType(2) -3.407 .B74 15.199 1 .000 .033
PrevSeg 31.774 3 .000
PrevSeg(1) 4.937 1.135 18.922 1 .000 | 139.307
PrevSeg(2) 2.521 719 12.294 1 .000 12.446
PrevSeg(3) 723 1.124 414 1 .520 2.081
Tempo 21.958 2 .000
Tempo(1) -2.227 .611 13.300 1 .000 .108
Tempo(2) -2.9486 634 21.819 1 .000 .053
Length 1.0786 L2686 16.381 1 .000 2.932
Constant - 163 703 .054 1 .B18 .B48
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1. PrevSeg.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Length.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: LinkType.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1 PrevSeq -119.593 40.118 3 .000
Step2 PrevSeq -103.687 35.081 3 .000
Tempo -99.534 26.774 2 .000
Step3d PrevSeqg -97.313 39.619 3 .000
Tempo -91.799% 28.591 2 .000
Length -86.147 17.287 1 .000
Stepd4 LinkType -77.503 18.978 1 .000
PrevSeg -92.572 49.116 3 .000
Tempo -83.068 30.108 2 .000
Length -79.830 23.633 1 .000
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Speaker: Ip
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1a PrevSeg 19.177 3 .000
PrevSeg(1) -.288 .585 .242 1 .623 .750
PrevSeg(2) 1.852 1.116 2.757 1 .097 6.375
PrevSeg(3) -4.277 1.156 13.689 1 .000 .014
Constant 2.079 474 19.218 1 .000 8.000
Step 2b Stress(1) 3.258 .808 16.252 1 .000 26.006
PrevSeg 16.976 3 .001
PrevSeg(1) .509 .694 .538 1 .463 1.664
PrevSeg(2) 2.364 1.183 3.993 1 .046 10.638
PrevSeg(3) -4.370 1.363 10.285 1 .001 .013
Constant .246 611 162 1 .687 1.279
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: PrevSeg.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Stress.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 PrevSeg -72.077 38.958 3 .000
Step2  Stress -52.598 26.909 .000
PrevSegy -55.470 32.653 3 .000
Speaker: mm
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
step 1°  PrevSeg 1.388 3 .708
PrevSeg(1) .794 .789 1.012 1 314 2.211
PrevSeg(2) -.025 703 001 1 972 976
PrevSeg(3) | -23.530 | 16408.711 .000 1 .999 .000
Constant 2.327 .524 19.739 1 .000 10.250
step2”  Prevseg .936 3 .817
Prevseg(1) 723 .B56 T13 1 598 2.081
PrevSeg(2) .018 783 .001 1 .982 1.018
PrevSeg(3) | -39.855 | 14447.877 .000 1 998 .000
Tempo .000 2 1.000
Tempo(1) -.101 7190.761 .000 1 1.000 .904
Tempo(2) -19.914 5197.546 .000 1 997 .000
Constant 20.925 5197.546 .000 1 .997 1.224E+9
Step 3°  Stress(1) 1.551 .762 4.143 1 .042 4.718
Prevseg 2.165 3 .539
Prevseg(1) 1.245 .951 1.712 1 191 3.472
PrevsSeg(2) .040 .823 .002 1 961 1.041
PrevSeq(3) | -38.642 | 14411.192 .000 1 .998 .000
Tempo .000 2 1.000
Tempo(1) .000 6995.921 .000 1 1.000 1.000
Tempo(2) -19.766 5054.366 .000 1 .997 .000
Constant 19.610 5054.366 .000 1 .997 328347059

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1. PrevSeg.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Stress.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 PrevSeg -58.196 31.030 3 000
Step2 PrevSeg -40.497 24,787 3 .000
Tempo -42.681 29.156 2 .000
Step 3  Stress -28.103 4.341 1 037
PrevSeg -35.142 18.419 3 .000
Tempo -39.607 27.348 2 000
Speaker: md
WVariables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp{E)
Step 1°  PrevSeg 23.282 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 3237 1.062 5.289 1 002 25.455
PrevSeg(2) 1.229 5Ta 4511 1 .034 3418
PrevSeg(3) -3.091 1.113 T.7T14 1 005 045
Constamt 1.012 J3aT 5.005 1 003 2.750
Step 2" Prevseg 24185 2 000
PrevSeg(1) 3.589 1.085 10.855 1 Rl 36.209
PrevBeag(2) 1.572 1 £.267 1 043 4,829
PrevSeg(3) -3.174 1.201 6.989 1 .ong 042
Type(1) 2.105 £33 | 11.042 1 004 g.207
Constant -.00a 441 .ooo 1 983 981
Step 3°  PrevSeg 25351 k] 000
PrevSeg(1) 3.587 1.155 3.694 1 L0032 36.497
PrevSeg(2) 1.130 691 2.670 1 LA02 3.095
PrevSeg(3) -4. 729 1.372 11.888 1 .00 Rilik:]
VowHeig(1) -2.599 .T20 13.028 1 .00 074
Type(1) 2.645 T35 | 12.953 1 .000 14.085
Constant 1.138 604 3.544 1 .0&0 3120
step 47 Prevseg 23.590 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 5.3586 1.455 13.550 1 000 211.940
PrevSeg(2) 2.112 336 5.095 1 024 B.267
PrevSeg(3) -4.343 1.387 3.B05 1 002 013
VowHeig(1) -2.891 B62 11.246 1 .00 056
Type(1) 3.797 1.038 13.385 1 .00o 44.559
TypeF(1) -3.158 1.093 8.356 1 004 042
Constamt 2.510 3086 T.6T1 1 006 12.301
Step 5°  PrevSeg 21.038 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 6.123 1.657 13.659 1 .00 456.214
PrevSeg(2) 2.4T0 1.038 5.659 1 017 11.824
PrevSeg(3) -4 77T 1.620 B.698 1 003 Rk
VowHeig(1) -3.303 963 11.763 1 .00 03T
Tempo 6217 2 .045
Tempo(1) -2.283 1.051 4. 717 1 .030 oz
Tempao(2) -2.525 1.055 5.T21 1 017 .0BD
Type(1) 4267 11471 13.283 1 .00 T1.277
TypeF({1) -3.634 1.252 8432 1 004 028
Constant 4.547 1.3567 11.2314 1 .00 94.391
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Step &'

Step 79

Prev5eg
PrevSeg(1)
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3)
WVowHeig(1)
Tempao
Tempao{1)
Tempo{Z)
LengthP
Type(1)
TypeF({1)
Constant
LinkType
LinkType(2)
PrevSeq
PrevSeg(1)
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3)
WowHeig(1)
Tempao
Tempao{1)
Tempo{Z)
LengthP
Type(1)
TypeF(1)
Constant

B.5BT
3.626
-6.448
-4.30%

-2.581
-2 821
1.278
5033
-4.9502
3.237

13.166

27771
21.686
12.570
-4.040

-2.733
-2.922
1.451
5.0B8
-4 881
2.310

- RS = RS

433
33T
13T
216

1.170

=y

=y

5207.

5207
5207
5207

1

1
1

1
1
1

TS
698
459
T2T
.BTE

511

512
B
12
242

_245
238
872
645
-B12
-B4AT

15.436
12.334
7.345
5.108
12.561
6.237
4 B71
5.TEE
3.344
11.898
8058
3718

i)

i)

12.812
-ooo
.ooo
.ooo

10.583

6.134
5.023
5.572
2.T6T
3.573
7.254
2.482

b omh omh omh omk ombk ombk omk P mk ok omk o=k G

- ok omk omh ok omk B omk omk ok omk B

001
000
o7
003
000
044
02T
0186
D67
001
005
054
897
897

005
996
98T
998
001
045
025
018
036
002
oor
15

5361.263
37.552
ooz
013

OTE
DED
3.5590
153.387
.oo7
25.445

L]

1.150E+12
2.619E+9

ZBTEET.440
018

Rl |
054

4 268
162.122
Rl
18.362

a. Variable(s) entered on step L. Previeg.
b. Variable(s) entered an step 2: Type.

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: VowHeig.

d. Variable(s) entered an step 4: TypeF.

e Variable(s) entered on step 5: Tempo.
f. Variable(s) entered on step & LengthP.
g- Variable{s) entered on step 7 LinkType.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 PrevSeg -T3.859 45 B14 3 000
Step 2 PrevSeg -ET.T16 47.345 3 000
Type -50.952 13.B18 1 L]
Step 3 PrevSeg -63.010 53.987 3 L]
VowHeig -44.044 16.055 1 L]
Type -44.773 17.512 1 000
Step 4 PrevSeg -58.386 G0.148 3 000
VowHeig -37.248 15.871 1 000
Type -41.297 231.968 1 .00
TypeF -36.017 13.408 1 .00
Step 5 PrevSeg -56.374 B2.242 3 .00
VowHeig -34.101 17.696 1 .ooon
Tempo -28.313 8.119 2 017
Type -3B.121 25.735 1 .ooon
TypeF -32.617 14.728 1 000
Step &  PrewvSeg -56.262 GB.3TT 3 000
VowHeig -33.583 23.01%8 1 000
Tempo -26.421 8.696 2 013
LengthP -25.253 6.3539 1 012
Type -35.474 26.802 1 000
TypeF -30.601 17.055 1 000
Step 7 LinkType -22.073 5.642 1 018
PrevSeg -55.942 73.37%9 3 000
VowHeig -2B.437 18.368 1 ]
Tempo -23.658 g.810 2 012
LengthP -22.569 6.632 1 010
Type -30.898 23.291 1 000
TypeF -26.754 15.003 1 000
Speaker: mw
Variables in the Equation
B 5E Wald df Sig. Exp(B}
Step 1%  Stress(1) 2174 .355 3T.418 1 0o 8.795
Constant -.634 .243 6.822 1 009 531
suepz" Stress{1) 1.973 = 27.069 1 0o 7.194
Type(1) 1.659 -381 18.947 1 0o 5. 252
Constant -1.338 31T 17.795 1 0o .262
stepﬂ-[: Stress{1) 1.953 4239 20.704 1 0on T7.052
PrevSeq 17.778 3 0on
PrevSeg(1) -.521 538 .933 1 333 594
PrevSeg(2) 589 601 2.707 1 Ao 2.689
PrevSeg(3) -3.798 1.234 9. 472 1 ooz 022
Type(1) 2.1439 -450 22.842 1 0o 8.576
Constant -1.371 540 6.447 1 011 .254
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step 47 Stress(1) 2.
PrevSeg
PrevSeg(1) -
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3) -4
LengthP
Type(1) 2
Constant -2.

Step 57  Stress{1) 2
Previeg
PrevSeg(1) -.
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3) -5.
LengthP
Type(1) 2
FreqF
Constant -2

Step &' Stress(1) 2
PrevSeg
PrevSeg(1) -.
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3) -5
Tempo
Tempao{1) -2.
Tempao{2) -1
LengthP 1
Type(1) 2
FreqF
Constant -1

Step 79 Stress{1) 2
Previeg
PrevSeg(1) -.
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3) -B.
Tempao
Tempao{1) -2.
Tempo{2) -1
LengthP 1
LengthF
Type{1) 3.
FreqF
Constant -3.

170

635
.B23
BBT
758
ATR

710

345

658

482

160

836
484
000
948
414

820

462
.BTS

073

658
070
%11
000
944
672

8549

301

T26

117

B33
201
505

o7e

000

oer

A58

558
621
1.33%
264
AGE
.Ta2
480

578
653

.293
515
000
TE3
514

613
633

1.607

(650
625
a2
576
000
B27
55T

658
T21

1.824

:1:41]
B3B8
334
262

]
000
1.054

22 63T
17.T&T
1.551
1.006
11.743
B 254
21.558
13.712
23523
18.183
1.251
544
13. 488
10,230
23,292
7.323
14.925
22065
18.012
1.754
445
13,352
10827
10,176
T.042
11.145
24 T78E
T7.418
5. 521
22554
17.52%
1.702
174
13.5597
11.017
10,278
T.036
12,837
3.721

26358
10625
B.5T1

e T . e e T I o e T T e e e e T T e N - =1

0on
0on
213
316
001

.0o4
0on
0on
0on
000
256
461

000
001

000
00T
000
000
000
185
505
0on
.0o4
001

.oog
001

0on
008
018
0on
000
152
.ETE
000
.0o4
001

.oos
000
054

000
001
003

B.758

495
1.864
010
2.134
B.TES
0BT
10.438

518
1.619
006
2.549
11.988
1.000
052
11.183

440
1.588
003

126
190
2918
17.574
1.000
143
14.484

A24
1.351
001

120
184
3.323
1.658

21.715
1.000
0486

a. Variable(s) entered on
b. Variable{s) entered an
c. Variable(s) entered on

d. Variahle(s} entered on

step 1: Stress.

step £ Type.

step 3; Previeg.

step 4; LengthP.

e Variable(s) entered on step 5: FregF.
f. Variable(s) entered on step 6: Tempo.

g. Variable(s) entered an step 7: LengthfF.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  Stress -117.411 42 955 1 .ooo
Step 2  Stress -100.675 29.687 1 .ooo
Type -95.934 20.204 1 .0oo
Step 3 Stress -B3.870 23 158 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -B5.832 27.081 3 .0oo
Type -B5.T744 26.906 1 000
Step 4  Stress -BD.6T2 26.192 1 000
PrevSeg -B0.7T11 26.271 3 000
LengthP -T2.291 9.431 1 .002
Type -B0.266 25.381 1 000
Step 5  Stress -TB.624 28.556 1 000
PrevSeg -TB.009 27.325 3 .0oo
LengthP -TD.562 12.431 1 .0oo
Type -7T9.003 29.313 1 .0oo
FregF -6T.576 6.459 1 011
Step 6  Stress -71.3489 26.904 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -T2.504 29.213 3 .0oo
Tempa -64.346 12.898 2 .002
LengthP -64.745 13.695 1 .0oo
Type -T4.751 33.7086 1 .0oo
FreqF -61.302 5809 1 .0os
Step 7 Stress -T0.852 29.962 1 .ooo
PrevSeg -F1.000 30.259 3 .ooo
Tempo -62.3595 13.047 2 001
LengthP -63.998 16.254 1 .0oo
LengthF -5T.837 4.053 1 044
Type -T4.247 36.752 1 000
FregF -61.276 10.810 1 001
Speaker: pk
Variables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp{B)
Step 19 Stress{1) 1.622 .332 23 832 1 000 5.062
Constant -.898 .253 12.604 1 000 407
Stepnz=I Stress(1) 1.592 .358 19.769 1 0oo 4.913
Tempo 19.834 2 000
Tempo{1) -1.995 451 19.601 1 0oo -136
Tempao{2) -1.231 .433 8.085 1 004 .282
Constant 213 .372 .328 1 56T 1.238
Step 3°  Stress(1) 1.572 .3a2 16.968 1 -0oo 4. 815
Tempo 21.797 2 000
Tempao{1) -2.301 .496 21.543 1 000 100
Tempao{2) -1.423 468 9.255 1 ooz .241
Type(1) 1.614 .393 16877 1 -0oo 5.024
Constant -.478 427 1.253 1 263 -620
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Step 4"  Stress(1)
Frevieg
PrewSeg(1)
PrewSeg(2)
PrewSeg(3)
Tempo
Tempao{1)
Tempao{2)
Type(1)
Constant

Step 5°  Stress{1)
PrevSeg
PrewSeg(1)
PrewSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3)
Tempo
Tempo{1)
Tempo{2)
TypeP(1)
Type(l)
Constant

Step 6 Stress{1)
Frevieg
PrewSeg(1)
PrewSeg(2)
PrewSeg(3)
Tempo
Tempa{1)
Tempa{2)
TypeP({1)
Type(l])
FreqF
Constant

1.738

1.733
1.434
-1.928

-2.474
-1.532
2146
-1.727
2.400

1.625
845
-3.623

-2.610
-1.623
2.23T7
3.044
-3.472
2606

2078
ATz
-5.164

-3.024
-1.853
3229
4255
000
-4.028

454

.5B6
.554
1.000

553
A521
464
TE ]
534

.636
617
1.207

535
556
.535
.530
.833
]

.T43
633
1.421

B¥T
623
.Th2
.TBE
BT
1.028

15 665
18.640
9.351
6. 708
37T
20.214
20,028
B 6AT
21.399
6 472
20165
19.947
6.533
1.878
9.010
19.512
19.221
8.502
14.153
26.647
14310
18 873
24 446
7.711
.2B3
13.199
20157
19937
B B48
18.419
29337
13.618
15337

T T T N T T i o T T L ey

0oo
0oo
0oz
010
054
oo
oo
003
0oo
011
0oo
oo
011
AT
003
oo
oo
004
000
000
0oo
0oo
0oo
005
535
oo
0oo
0oo
003
oo
oo
oo
0oo

6.036

6.007
4137
145

084
216
B.550
TR
11.015

5.081
2.323
027

.0T4
8T
9.363
20,350
031
13.550

7.992
1.451
006

.049
ST
25 254
TO. 446
1.000
018

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress,
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
e. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Type.

d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: Prevseg.

e Variable(s) entered on step 5 TypeP
f. Variable(s) entered on step &: FregF
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Meodel Log Leg Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -120.596 25.825 1 .ooo
Step 2 Stress -107.204 21.440 1 .ooo
Tempa -107.6834 22.300 2 .ooo
Step 3 Stress -86.228 18.338 1 .ooo
Tempa -89.938 25.758 2 .ooo
Type -g6.484 18.8449 1 .ooo
Step 4 Stress -B2.882 17.894 1 .ooo
PrevSeg -BT7.058 26.2449 3 .ooo
Tempao -BE.252 24 634 2 .ooo
Type -B7.084 28.318 1 .ooo
Step 5 Stress -7B.004 25.710 1 .ooo
Previeg -BD.G58 31.018 3 .ooo
Tempa -TT7.218 24.140 2 .ooo
TypeP -T3.935 17.572 1 .ooo
Type -B4.G6G0 39.023 1 .ooo
Step 8 Stress -GT7.580 25.144 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -T7T6.445 42 2558 3 .0oo
Tempa -GB.GE0 26.685 2 .0oo
TypeP -G8.741 26.848 1 .ooo
Type -B2.310 53.088 1 .ooo
FregF -G5.1408 19.664 1 .ooo

Speaker: pd
Wariables in the Equation

B SE Wald df Sig. ExpiB)

Step1°  PrevSeg 3.368 3 338
PrevSeg(1) 568 430 1.752 1 188 1.7T66
PrevSeg(2) .792 448 3.115 1 078 2207
PrevSeg(3) -21.798 | 13397.657 .ooo 1 .99%9 -ooo
Constant 595 S311 3.647 1 .0586 1.812

Step 2" PrevSeqg 6557 3 .0ar
PrevSeg(1) 1.470 .488 5.745 1 017 3.221
PrevSeg(2) 1.037 502 4.273 1 .039 2.821
PrevSeg(3) -22 631 11962.624 .ooo 1 .998 .ooo
Length 1.147 .2738 16.938 1 .0oo 3.150
Constant -1.7T66 623 g.0zs 1 .005 AT

step3®  Prevseg 6847 3 077
PrevSeg(1) 1.251 512 5.963 1 015 3.492
PrevSeg(2) 1.124 526 4. 566 1 033 E N
PrevSeg(3) -22.634 11809.542 il 1 998 oo

Tempo 9.67T 2 .0og
Tempo(1) -1.667 .540 9.518 1 .0o2 1859
Tempo(2) -1.243 544 5.229 1 .022 .2B9
Length 1.230 294 17.522 1 .0oo 3.422
Constant -.906 T 1.621 1 203 .404
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234

Step 4¢ LinkType 6083 1 014
LinkType{2) -1.971 .789%8 6.083 1 014 139
PrevSeq 11.524 3 .00%
PrevSeg(1) 3.254 876 11.1186 1 .00 258903
PrevSeg(2) 2.0286 .B495 8.499 1 004 7.583
PrevSeg(3) -20.743 | 11730.345 oo 1 999 oon
Tempao 10.095 2 il
Tempo(i) -1.759 .558 3.9286 1 002 ATZ2
Tempo(2) -1.310 560 5.480 1 018 2T
Length 1.2B4 .285 18.892 1 .ooon 3612
Constant -.548 710 1.T83 1 182 ethi]
Step 5% LinkType 6.498 1 011
LinkType{2) -2.040 _800 6.498 1 011 130
Stress(1) L5200 ATE 3.744 1 053 2.510
PrevSeq 13.425 3 004
PrevSeg(1) 3.7o7 1.026 13.05%9 1 .oon 40.714
PrevSeg(2) 2.212 .T0%8 3.741 1 .on2 .13
PrevSeg(3) -19.838 | 11822102 oo 1 938 oo
Tempao 5.488 2 .00g9
Tempo(1) -1.727 56T 9.284 1 002 ATE
Tempo(2) -1.310 5639 5.309 1 021 2T
Length 1.235 .23%9 17.085 1 .ooon 3.437
Constant -1.638 JB11 4075 1 .044 184
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1. Previeg.
b. Variable(s) entered an step 2: Length.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3; Tempo.
d. Variakle(s) enterad an step 4: LinkType
e Variable(s) entered on step 5! Stress.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log 5ig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
[ Step 1 Prevseg 107 175 36 569 3 000
Step 2  PrevSeg -87.836 34 832 3 .noon
Length -93.8%0 26.940 1 .0oon
Step 3  PrevSeg -92.282 34951 3 .0oon
Tempao -B0._420 11.227 2 004
Length -B5.045 28 477 1 .0oon
S5tep 4 LinkType -T4.807 6.616 1 010
PrevSeg -51.875 40.953 3 .0oon
Tempo -TT7.404 11.810 2 003
Length -BE.TH1 30.504 1 .ooo
Step 5 LinkType -T3.103 7.059 1 .oone
Stress -71.4%% 3.851 1 050
PrevSeg -B9. 061 38.976 3 .oon
Tempo -T5.098 11.048 2 004
Length -B3. 123 27112 1 .0oon




Speaker: th

Variables in the Equation

B S5E Wald df Sig. ExpiB)

S-tn=_l|:|-‘1a Tempao 39.351 2 000
Tempo(1) -3.525 582 35.423 1 .00o 029
Tempo(2) -3.444 580 34.076 1 .00o 032
Constant 2.621 518 25.616 1 .00o 13.750
S-tepzh Stress(1) 1.602 418 14 660 1 .00o 4.964

Tempao 36.973 2 000
Tempo(1) -3.595 624 33.237 1 .00o 027
Tempo(2) -3.503 L6200 31.875 1 .00o 030
Constant 1.764 552 10.235 1 .00 5.838
S-tep:]-c Stress(1) 2.080 5186 16.282 1 000 g.0086

PrevSeq 11.496 3 L0039
PrevSeg(1) 2.124 BaT 11.126 1 NIl 8.366
PrevSeg(2) .T28 533 1.664 1 ATz 2.071
PrevSeg(3) -19.231 Ba3e.161 Rl 1 .998 000

Tempao 30.034 2 000
Tempo(1) -3.335 .GE63 25.313 1 .00o 036
Tempo(2) -3.441 G611 271086 1 .00o 032
Constant .5T2 695 .6TH 1 .410 1.771

S-tep-ld LinkType 5.851 1 002
LinkType(2) -2.704 B62 3.851 1 il 0OET
Stress(1) 2290 548 17.484 1 .00o 9877

FrevSeq 18.874 3 .00o
PrevSeg(1) 4.968 1.145 18.830 1 .00o 143 810
PrevSeg(2) 1.768 649 T.433 1 ikl 5.860
PrevSeg(3) -16.422 BES1.123 .ooo 1 .959 oo

Tempao 28.689 2 000
Tempo(1) -3.604 .T28 248630 1 .00o 027
Tempo(2) -3.678 .T22 25.969 1 .00o 025
Constant .585 749 633 1 428 1.814

Stepﬁe LinkType 11.441 1 NiliE
LinkType{2) -3.0986 81T 114491 1 L0 045
Stress(1) 2.058 5586 13.686 1 .o0no T.833

Previeg 21.027 3 .o0no
PrevSeg(1) 5.683 1.244 20.8861 1 000 | 293.901
PrevSeg(2) 1.813 .684 T.B12 1 005 6.TT3
PrevSeg(3) -15.703 | 9022.164 .ono 1 .959 .0oo

Tempo 28.447 2 .ooo
Tempao{1) -3.790 TGS 24.534 1 .00 023
Tempao({2) -3.932 TT2 25.922 1 .00 .0z0
Length .582 228 6.506 1 011 1.7839
Constamt - 457 .B63 280 1 597 633

a. Variableis) entered on step 1: Tempao,
b. Variable{s} entered on step 2: Stress.

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Previeg.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4 LinkType.

e. Variable(s) entered on step 5: Length.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Leg Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  Tempo -122.662 T2.632 2 .noo
Step 2  Stress -BE.346 16.408 1 .noo
Tempo -111.1860 EE.036 2 .noo
Step 3  Stress -TE.382 20,009 1 .noo
PrevSeqg -TB.142 23.528 3 .noo
Tempo -891.795 50.834 2 .noo
Step 4 LinkType -66.3T8 12.137 1 .noo
Stress -T1.263 21.908 1 .noo
PrevSeg -TB. 137 35.656 3 .noo
Tempo -B5 98T 51.356 2 .noo
Step 5 LinkType -63.940 14.375 1 .noo
Stress -64.821 16.138 1 .boo
PrevSeg -TE.&660 35.816 3 .boo
Tempao -B3.249 52.993 2 .boo
Length -60.309 7113 1 .nos
Speaker: vt
Variables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1°  Stress(1) 2.256 .3e8 33.743 1 000 9.547
Constant -.158 235 688 1 407 821
5tep2h Stress(1) 2.360 431 29.938 1 000 10.588
Tempao 17.713 2 -0oo
Tempo(1) -2.262 690 10.730 1 -oo1 104
Tempo(2) -2.940 695 17.705 1 il .53
Constant 1.821 621 8.593 1 003 6.180
Step 3°  Stress(1) 2.247 440 26.055 1 il 9.459
Tempo 17.863 2 000
Tempo(i) -2.264 698 10.511 1 001 104
Tempo(2) -2.980 .Tos 17.850 1 000 051
Length 4TS 208 5.322 1 021 1.609
Constant 949 .19 1.743 1 187 2.582
Step-ld Stress(1) 2.552 .4B6 27.635 1 000 12.837
Tempao 17.911 2 -0oo
Tempo(1) -2.310 T2 10.519 1 001 .08%9
Tempo(2) -3.054 .22 17.8598 1 000 047
Length .Gae .220 7.162 1 .oor 1.800
FregP .noo .ooo 5.072 1 024 1.000
Constant 243 .To4 .038 1 754 1.283

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: 5tress.

b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempao.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3. Length.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: FragP.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2

Model Log Log Sig. of the

Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change

Step 1  Stress -106.284 39.960 1 o0

Step 2  Stress -90.954 36.2E66 1 o0

Tempo -B6.304 26.9E65 2 oo

Step 3  Stress -85 161 30.589 1 oo

Tempo -B3.382 27.042 2 oo

Length -T2.821 5.920 1 015

Step 4  Stress -84 252 34,900 1 oo

Tempo -B0.3T76 27.149 2 oo

Length -T0.910 8.218 1 004

FregP -69 861 6.118 1 013

Speaker: vn
Variables in the Equation

B 5E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

5-tn3|:|-1al Tempo 22 835 2 Rl
Tempo(1) -1.835 411 15.899 1 il 16D
Tempo(2) -1.412 352 13.013 1 il 244
Constant G6EB 275 5.896 1 015 1.950

.‘.i.tepnzH Tempao 24 118 2 Rilii]
Tempo(1) -2 085 451 21.409 1 Rl 124
Tempo(2) -1.617 428 14.257 1 Ml 183
Type(1) 1.540 374 16.953 1 i 4 665
Constant -.0T4 2333 043 1 .B24 929

Step:}-c Tempao 25361 2 Rilili]
Tempo(1) -2.261 AT7 22.482 1 il 04
Tempo(2) -1.746 449 15.144 1 il ATE
TypeP(1) 1.42%9 421 11.6586 1 Milig| 42186
Type(1) 2.054 427 23173 1 il 7.802
Constant -1.190 476 6.243 1 012 2304
Step-l'j Stress(1) 1.987 455 19.0686 1 il 7.294

Tempo 24 743 2 Rl
Tempo(1) -2.433 529 22.233 1 il DB3
Tempo(2) -1.892 492 14.8086 1 il 151
TypeP(1) 2173 487 19.123 1 Rl 8.786
Type(1) 2.238 463 22.730 1 Rl 3.375
Constant -2.811 652 18.616 1 Rl 06D
5tep59 Stress(1) 1.908 460 17.187 1 Ml 6.739

Tempao 25.331 2 Rilili]
Tempo(1) -2 628 550 22.814 1 i 072
Tempo(2) -1.986 509 15.229 1 i 137
TypeP(1) 2.40% 521 21.410 1 il 11.120
Type(1) 2.560 506 25.5865 1 il 12.930
FreqF .0oon oo 5.274 1 022 1.000
Constant -2 767 BE2 17.4867 1 il 0E3

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1 Tempo.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2 Type.

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: TypeP.

d. Variable(s) entered an step 4; Stress,

e_Variable(s) entered on step 5: FregF,
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log 5ig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Tempo -119.593 24 817 2 .aoo
Step2 Tempo -111.481 27.7386 2 .aoo
Type -107.184 19.143 1 il
Step3 Tempo -106.005 25 805 2 .aoo
TypeP -97.613 13.020 1 .aoo
Type -105.162 28113 1 il
Step 4 Stress -31.103 22.703 1 il
Tempo -394 917 30.332 2 il
TypeP -91.600 23.698 1 oo
Type -34.011 28.519 1 il
Step 5 Stress -86.092 20.152 1 il
Tempo -91.896 31.761 2 oo
TypeP -83.720 27.408 1 oo
Type -92.869 33.707 1 oo
FregF -T3.751 7.471 1 Rl
Speaker: zp
| Variables in the Equation |
B SE Wald df Sig. Expi{B}
Step 1¥  Stress(1) 1.414 348 | 16.544 1 Kilili] 4.114
Constant 090 245 134 1 714 1.094
Step 2® Stress(1) 1.404 369 14 483 1 Rilili] 4070
Tempo 15.3492 2 0o
Tempo(1) -1.790 481 13.838 1 Kilili] 6T
Tempao(2) -.704 a2 1.967 1 61 485
Constant 1.036 428 5.863 1 015 2.819
Step 3% Stress(1) 1.681 399 [ 17.768 1 Ki[ii] 5.371
Tempo 15.568 2 000
Tempo(1) -1.863 447 14.079 1 Rilili] 155
Tempao(2) -. 754 214 2.150 1 143 471
LengthP 540 225 5.774 1 016 1.716
Constant -.058 614 .0og 1 924 943
Step 4 Stress(1) 2174 482 20.316 1 Rilili] B.791
VowHeig(1) -1.063 488 4.751 1 029 345
Tempo 15.509 2 Rilili]
Tempo(1) -1.893 506 | 14.004 1 i) 151
Tempao(2) -.T48 221 2.063 1 51 473
LengthP .oB6 228 6.613 1 010 1.797
Constant -.069 614 013 1 910 933
Step 5% Stress(1) 2.380 524 | 20.663 1 00D | 10.806
PrevSey 4.320 3 229
PrevSeg(1) 1.006 227 3.639 1 056 2.735
PrevSeg(2) 203 219 153 1 696 1.225
PrevSeg(3) | -20.770 | 19300.315 .ooo 1 .0og 000
VowHeig(1} -1.096 498 4.842 1 028 334
Tempo 13157 2 001
Tempo(1) -1.801 219 12.023 1 001 165
Tempo(2) -.7T18 .534 1.808 1 78 487
LengthP .6B5 242 B.033 1 005 1.983
Constant -.B21 T46 1.211 1 271 440
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Step 5

Stress(1)
Prev3ey
PrevSeg(1)
PrevSeg(2)
PrevSeg(3)
VowHeigil)
Tempo
Tempao(1)
Tempoi2)
LengthP
Length
Constant

2418

1.071
040
-20.599
-1.126

-1.871
-. 736
820
aTe
-1.807

.33

538
.5448
19406138
505

534
546
269
184
A2

2044
3.322
3967

(005
000
4.979

13.434

12.290
1.917
9.266
4.223
3.930

000
A3T
046
942
999
026
001
000
B
002
040
047

T iy

11.223

2.918
1.041
000
324

154
AT0
2.27M
1.459
164

a. Variable(s) entered on step L Stress.

b. Variable{s) entered an step 2: Tempa.

C. ".l'ariable[i] entered on step 3 LengthP.
d. Variable{s) entered an step 4 VowHeiq.
e. Variable(s) entered on step 5. Previeg.

f. Variable(s) entered on step 6: Length.

IModeI if Term Removed I

Change in -2
Model Lag Liog
Variahle Likelihood Likelihood df
Step 1 Stress -107.175 17.291 1
Step 2 Stress -97.753 15.207 1
Tempo -96.529 16.760 2
Step 3 Stress -96.654 19.451 1
Tempo -95.503 17.148 2
LengthP -90.1438 6.441 1
Step 4 Stress -96.653 24 427 1
VowHeig -86.929 4.9739 1
Tempo -93.028 17177 2
LengthP -86.203 7.527 1
Step 5 Siress -892.105 25511 1
PrevSeg -84 4359 10,180 3
VowHeig -81.8949 5.100 1
Tempo -86.552 14 406 2
LengthP -84.145 9.582 1
Step 6 Stress -89.773 25475 1
PrevSeg -82.558 11.046 3
VowHeig -79.63% 2.239 1
Tempo -84.464 14.857 2
LengthP -82.949 11.827 1
Length -79.3439 4. 628 1

Change
000
000
000
000
000
011
000
026
000
006
00D
017
024
001
002
Rilii]
01
022
001
001
03
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12.7.2 German subjects

Speaker: as
Variables in the E|:|u.'ati1:|nng

B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

5tn3|:|n1a PrevSeq 19.471 3 .0oo
PrevSeg(1) 2.312 524 19.451 1 .ooo 10.095
PrevSeq(2) .Too0 -405 2.988 1 .084 2.014
PrevSeqg(3) -21.069% | 10377.780 -ooo 1 -998 .00o0
Constant -.134 .293 200 1 655 .BTS

Stepzn PrevSeqg 19.743 3 .ooo
PrevSeg(1) 2.569 578 19.723 1 .ooo 13.054
PrevSeg(2) 969 AT 4.225 1 040 2.635
PrevSeq(3) -20.770 9B96.453 .ooo 1 .938 .000

Tempo 19.747 2 ]
Tempo{1) -2.452 .628 15.231 1 .ooo .0886
Tempo{2) -2.742 .632 18.841 1 0o 064
Constant 1.651 .565 8.532 1 003 5210
Step 3°  Stress(1) 1.996 .520 14.749 1 0o 7.358

PrevSeg 24.452 3 .ooo
PrevSeg(1) 3.4686 .To 24.4386 1 0o 31.997
PrevSeg(2) 1.474 .529 7.T64 1 005 4.368
PrevSeg(3) 19.722 9689.912 -ooo 1 938 000

Tempo 18.249 2 000
Tempo{1) -2.491 .G68 13.9086 1 0o .083
Tempo{2) -2.822 .6TE 17.4186 1 .ooo .0&0
Constant .02e .Tor ooz 1 969 1.028

Step 41 LinkType T7.287 1 .0o7
LinkType(2) -2.079 T70 T.287 1 Aoor 125
Stress(1) 2.338 .591 15.644 1 .ooo 10.364

PrevSeq 23.761 3 .0oo
PrevSeg(1) 5.792 1.189 23.750 1 000 | 327.7T87
PrevSeq(2) 2.454 -691 12.594 1 .0oo 11.634
PrevSeqg(3) 17.522 9589.827 -ooo 1 -993 .00o0

Tempo 18.158 2 ]
Tempo{1) -2.583 .693 13.884 1 .ooo 078
Tempo{2) -2.934 .TO5 17.334 1 .ooo .053
Constant -.187 .T52 069 1 733 B21

Step 5% LinkType 9.350 1 002
LinkType(2) -2.529 827 3.350 1 002 .0g0
Stress(1) 2.188 -G08 12.969 1 000 8.917

FrevSeq 25.440 3 .oon
PrevSeg(1) E.580 1.308 25.372 1 000 | T20.449
PrevSeqg(2) 2.750 .T45 13.613 1 .oon 15.638
PrevSeqg(3) 17.183 5237.402 _ooo 1 -99% .ooo

Tempo 18.556 2 .0on
Tempo{1) -2.841 .T48 14.444 1 -ooon .058
Tempo{2) -3.225 .T63 17.850 1 .0on .040
Type(1) 1.354 _535 6.413 1 011 3873
Constant -.TET .B26 863 1 =1 464

Step g LinkType 8. 154 1 004
LinkType(2) -2.385 _835 8.154 1 004 092
Stress(1) 2.385 .645 13.657 1 .oon 10.856

FPrevSeg 24.065 3 000
PrevSeg(1) E.3TT 1.310 23.695 1 .000 | 5B8.080
PrevSeg(2) 2.545 .TGE 11.052 1 001 12.748
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PrevSeg(3) -17.629 9108.345 _ooo 1 .998 .0o0
Tempo 18.166 2 000

Tempo(1) -2.836 .T56 14.074 1 .000 .059
Tempo(2) -3.234 TT2 17.528 1 000 .039
TypeP({1) 653 579 1.274 1 .259 1.922
Type(1) 1.4587 .555 T7.262 1 .0o7 4 487
Constant -1.294 .arz 1.773 1 183 274

a. Variable(s] entered on step 1. Previeq.
b. Variable(s) entered an step Z: Tempa.

. Wariable(s) entered on step 3. Stress

. Variable{s) entered on step 4: LinkType.

[H
d
e Variable(s) entered on step 5 Type.
f. Variablel(s) entered on step &: TypeP.
a

. Stepwise procedure stopped because remaoving the least significant variable result in a previously fitted model,

Model if Term Removed

Change in -2

Model Log Log Sig. of the

Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 PrevSeq -116.903 56.893 3 .0oo
Step 2 PrevSeg -98.693 50.259 3 .0oo
Tempo -BB_A5T 259.787 2 .0oo
Step 3  Stress -T3.563 17.571 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -92.211 54 BGE 3 .0oo
Tempo -TB.271 26.986 2 .0oo
Step 4  LinkType -64.778 & 191 1 004
Stress -T0D.969 20.574 1 000
PrevSeg -90.859 60.254 3 000
Tempo -T4.275 27.185 2 000
Step 5 LinkType -62.595 10.927 1 001
Stress -65.259 16.255 1 i)
PrevSeq -B9.919 E5.5TE 3 i)
Tempo -T1.867 295.473 2 .0oo

Type -60.682 T.102 1 D08
Step & LinkType -61.179 5382 1 002
Stress -65.258 17.540 1 .0oo
PrevSeq -B9.014 B5.051 3 .0oo
Tempo -T1.013 295.062 2 .0oo

TypeP 5T 131 1.286 1 257

Type -60.556 B 1316 1 004
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Speaker: bs

Variables in the Equation

B SE. Wald df Sig. ExplB)
Step 1°  PrevSeg 840 3 &40
PrevSeg(1) -.925 1.138 _6E4 1 415 .396
PrevSeg(2) | -1.051 1.175 800 1 2T1 .350
PrevSeg(3) | -24.916 | 17974.843 000 1 999 000
Constant 3.714 1.012 | 13.482 1 000 41.000
Step 2" Prevseg 933 3 817
PrevSeg(1) | -1.068 1.164 .839 1 .60 .344
PrevSeg2) | -1.077 1.205 798 1 372 341
PrevSeg(d) | -41.169 | 156688.198 .00 1 EEL: 000
Tempao 3. 832 2 147
Tempoi1) | -17.135 5203280 .00 1 997 000
Tempo(2) | -13.273 5203280 .00 1 997 000
Constant 21.964 5203280 .00 1 897 3.459E+3
Step 3°  Stress(1) 2.740 1.117 6.018 1 014 15.483
PrevSeg 581 3 301
PrevSeg(1) -.800 1.233 421 1 516 .443
PrevSeg(2) -.962 1.283 562 1 453 .382
PrevSeg(3) | -39.908 | 15593.715 .00 1 998 000
Tempao 4. 460 2 08
Tempo{1) | -16.868 4844 676 000 1 997 .00
Tempo(2) | -19.239 4844 676 000 1 997 .00
Constant 20.700 4844 676 000 1 997 976775462

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Previeg.
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Stress.

Model if Term Removed

Change in -2

Model Log Leg Sig. of the

Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1  PrevSeg -45.258 28.339 3 000
Step 2  PrevSeg -39.409 23.259 3 000
Tempo -31.089 12.619 2 002
Step 3  Stress -24.779 9.380 1 002
PrevSeq -32.550 24921 3 000
Tempao -26.645 13.111 2 001
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Speaker: fs

Variables in the Equation

B S5E Wald df Sig. Exp(B}
5-tn3|:|-1a Stress(1) 2.421 438 30.583 1 0oo 11.257
Constant 085 238 127 1 T22 1.088
Stepzh Stress(1) 2.650 515 26.438 1 0oo 14,155
PrevSeq 13.246 3 .0o4
PrevSeg(1) 1.276 609 4_3E8 1 036 3.582
PrevSeg(2) 450 598 565 1 452 1.568
PrevSeg(3) -2.BT4 1.22% 5 471 1 018 056
Constant -.434 A3 .BET 1 414 648
S-tep-:?l-c Stress(1) 2.635 524 25.323 1 0oo 13.944
PrevSeq 15.638 3 004
PrevSeg(1) 1.532 638 5. 768 1 016 4_630
Prev5eg(2) 383 801 408 1 524 1.466
Prev5eg(3) -3.015 1.228 6.030 1 014 045
FreqF 000 .oon 5344 1 024 1.000
Constant -.210 542 150 1 635 B11
S-tep-ld Stress(1) 2.647 523 25.61%9 1 000 14.118
PrevSeq 16.659 3 001
PrevSeg(1) 1.695 663 6.531 1 011 5.448
PrevSeg(2) 247 623 158 1 B3 1.281
PrevSeg(3) -2.B18 1.227 5.271 1 022 060
Freq 000 .oon 4.008 1 045 1.000
FreqF 000 .oon 5.036 1 025 1.000
Constant -.526 572 848 1 35T 591
Stepﬁa Stress(1) 2.74%9 547 25.233 1 0oo 15.627
PrevSeq 15.835 3 001
PrevSeg(1) 1.756 JBBT E.532 1 011 5791
PrevSeg(2) 327 644 .258 1 12 1.387
Prev5eg(3) -2.607 1.213 4 618 1 .03z 074
Tempao 5.TH9 2 056
Tempo(1) -1.420 659 4. 646 1 031 .242
Tempo(2) -1.4869 861 4.942 1 026 .230
Freq 000 .oon 4.323 1 .nas 1.000
FreqF 000 .oon 5129 1 024 1.000
Constant 440 T13 =13 1 53T 1.553
Step g LinkType 3.590 1 058
LinkType{2) -1.725 810 3.580 1 058 ATE
Stress(1) 3.072 613 25.123 1 000 21.584
PrevSeq 17.963 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 3.637 1.252 B.433 1 004 37.975
PrevSeg(2) B56 743 1.330 1 .248 2.354
PrevSeg(3) -.865 1.53% 318 1 574 421
Tempao 5. TB5 2 058
Tempo(i) -1.4586 3] 4.745 1 028 .233
Tempo(2) -1.450 674 4.8591 1 o2y .225
Freq 000 .oon 5.751 1 016 1.000
FreqF 000 .oon 4 888 1 o2y 1.000
Constant 237 744 101 1 TS50 1.267

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress,
b. Variakle{s) entered on step 2: PrevSeg.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: FregF,
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d. Variakle{s} entered an step 4: Freq
e_Variable(s} entered on step 5 Tempo.
f. Variable(s) entered on step 6. LinkType.

Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Leg Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -BG.084 35.044 1 .ooo
Step 2 Stress -B4.231 34.864 1 .ooo
Prewvieg -T7.512 21.427 3 .ooo
Step 3 Stress -TH.BBZ2 32.758 1 .ooo
PrevGeg -TB.216 25.425 3 .ooo
FreqgF -G6.708%9 G.581 1 .010
Step 4 Stress -76.986 32.788 1 .ooo
PrevSeg -T3.561 25.917 3 .ooo
Freq -83.503 5.800 1 .018
FregF -83.848 G.481 1 011
Step & Stress -T3.732 32.908 1 .ooo
PrevSeg -88.375 24.284 3 .ooo
Tempo -60.603 G.741 2 034
Freq -80.338 6.212 1 013
FregF -60.481 G.488 1 011
Step 8 LinkType -5T7.233 3.550 1 .080
Stress -T3.580 36.264 1 .ooo
PrevSeg -GB.256 27.587 3 .ooo
Tempo -5B.858 G.801 2 .033
Freq -5B.655 g.304 1 .oo4
FreqgF -5B.GEB3 G.450 1 011

Speaker: gk
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
5tn=_l|:|n1a Stress(1) 3.203 569 31.656 1 .oon 24 609
Constant D65 254 064 1 JBOD 1.067
Step 2" Stress(1) 3.447 603 32.658 1 .oon 31.335
Type(1) 1.582 503 3.8916 1 .oo2 4 BET
Constant - T73 .as2 4094 1 043 4B62
Step 3°  Stress(1) 3.6B3 65T 31.437 1 .oon 33.769
PrevSeq 4,192 3 .242
PrevSeg(1) 1.323 _TED 3.030 1 .082 31756
PrevSepg(2) 332 782 ATE 1 75 1.394
PrevSeg(3d) | -20.955 | 22513507 oo 1 999 .0oo
Type(1) 1.699 551 9.519 1 .oo2 5. 466
Constant -1.568 720 4.7439 1 .02%9 208

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: 5tress
b. Variakle{s) entered on step 2: Type.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: PrevSeg.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihcod df Change
Step 1 Stress -B5.291 50.404 1 .0oo
Step 2 Stress -B1.108 53.016 1 000
Type -60.083 10.978 1 001
Step 3  Stress -T5.244 51.625 1 000
PrevSeg -54.600 10,335 3 016
Type -54.796 10,728 1 001
Speaker: js
Variables in the Equatinnn
B SE Wald df Sig. ExpiB)
Step 1® Stress(1) 2.238 .69 I6.TTT 1 000 9.371
Constant -.458 223 3980 1 048 (B33
Step 2“ Stress(1) 2 858 525 25 635 1 _0oo 17.429
Preveg 21.444 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 2217 .616 12.952 1 000 9ATT
PrevSeg(2) 2.180 .622 12.269 1 000 8.848
PrevSeg(3) -.080 .T96 010 1 820 923
Constant -2.023 A7 12.55T 1 _0oo 132
Step3°  LinkType 10.523 1 001
LinkType(2) -2.994 323 10.523 1 001 050
Stress(1) 3.019 561 29009 1 000 20.4T73
PrevSeg 27.438 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 5.32T7 1.203 15.603 1 000 205773
PrevSeg(2) 35756 .B46 17.84T7 1 _0oo i5.705
PrevSeg(3) 3.010 1.293 5424 1 020 20.295
Constant -2.163 G03 12.B68 1 000 115
Step 47 LinkType 10.519 1 001
Link Type{2) -3.015 930 10.51% 1 001 043
Stress(1) 2.978 572 27.124 1 000 19.657
Previeg 27 584 3 _0oo
PrevSeg(1) 5.357 1.20% 19.632 1 000 | 212167
PrevSeg(2) A.57E 34T 17.859 1 000 35.792
PrevSeg(3) 3.024 1.285 5.451 1 020 20578
Length &0 184 1og 1 .T43 1.062
Constant -2.2T75 .696 10.692 1 001 103

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1. Stress.

b. Variable{s) entered on step 2: PrevSeg.

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: LinkType,

d. Variable{s) entered on step 4: Length,

e. Stepwise procedure stopped because removing the

Model if Term Remowved

least significant variable

result in a previously fitted model.

Change in -2

Model Log Log Sig. of the

Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Changs
Step 1 Stress -115.234 43 57T 1 -ooo
Step 2 Stress -101.5432 44 66T 1 .00
PrevSeg -93 446 28 472 3 ]
Step 3 LinkType -T8.210 12.666 1 000
Stress -95.273 44 793 1 -ooo
PrevSeg -932.435 41.116 3 .00
Stepd4  LinkType -T9.186 12.726 1 ]
Stress -83.281 40.937 1 000
PrevSeg -93. 408 41170 3 -ooo
Length -T2.877 108 1 743

245



Speaker: kr
WVariables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp{B)
.‘.i.tn!|:|n1al Stress(1) 3. 465 A11 46 063 1 .ooo 31.987
Constant -2.695 452 34 007 1 .ooo 068
Step Eh Stress(1) 4.017 601 44 646 1 .ooo 55.53T
PrevSeg T.663 3 054
PrevSeg(1) 1.638 616 T.07T 1 .nog 5.147
PrevSeg(2) 1.049 552 3.604 1 058 2. 854
PrevSeg(3) -20.172 6456 618 .0oo 1 998 ooo
Constant -3.626 BTG 28 T8T 1 .ooo 027
Step 3® Stress(1) 4.142 .E50 40 57T 1 .ooo 62.960
PrevSeg 10.348 3 018
PrevSeg(1) 2.025 633 10.045 1 ooz T.574
PrevSeg(2) 1.213 533 4103 1 043 3.362
PrevSeg(3) -19.976 6374.98%9 .0oo 1 887 aoo
Length 603 2086 B80T 1 003 1.828
Constant -5.245 8586 idD.o8e 1 .ooo RiE
Step 49 Stress(1) 5062 _BD9 33 123 1 00D | 157961
PrevSeg 11.694 3 009
PrevSeg(1) 2.354 633 | 11.540 1 g 10.533
PrevSeg(2) 1.268 625 4.111 1 043 3.554
PrevSeg(3) -20.211 6201.472 000 1 a97 oo
WowHeig(1) -1.433 58T 5.960 1 015 239
Length 631 202 9.720 1 ooz 1.879
Constant -5.540 1.009 30180 1 .ooo .on4
a. Variable(s) entered on step L: Stress.
b. Variable(s} entered on step 2: Previeq.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3. Length.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: VowHeig.
Madel if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -119.533 79.591 1 000
Step 2 Stress -102.981 80.478 1 000
PrewSeq -7T9.7497 34.109 3 000
Step 3 Stress -95.039 74.334 1 000
PrewSeq -TE.319 36 B92 3 000
Length -62.743 9.740 1 002
Step 4  Stress -93.077 T6.964 1 000
PrevSeq -75.211 41.230 3 000
VowHeig -5T.8T72 6.554 1 010
Length -60.044 10897 1 001
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Speaker: mb

Variables in the Equation

B 5E Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1% Stress{1) 3.305 A7 62.812 1 oo 27.247
Constant -1.284 .266 23.241 1 oo 27T
Step ZH Stress(1) 31.764 510 54520 1 0o 43 110
Tempo 15.203 2 -0oo
Tempao{1) -2.379 612 1513 1 0o 093
Tempo|{2) -1.283 553 5.386 1 020 27T
Constant - 245 -3B1 412 1 521 .T83
Step 3® Stress(1) 3.B83 544 50.872 1 0o 48 564
Tempo 15.906 2 000
Tempao{1) -2.580 .648 15.855 1 0o 076
Tempao{2) -1.385 579 5.723 1 017 250
Type(1) 1.517 ATE 10.188 1 -oo1 4 557
Constant -1.004 478 4418 1 036 =11
Step 41 Stress{1) 40586 -BT1 36.578 1 000 57.766
PrevSeqg 2. 867 3 413
PrevSeg(1) 1.059 .G85 2.323 1 2T 2.8B3
PrevSeg(2) 204 -BTT 091 1 .TE3 1.227
PrevSeg(3) | -23.018 T276.63T 000 1 997 000
Tempo 17.592 2 000
Tempo{1) -3.359 .B02 17.554 1 oo 035
Tempo{2) -1.843 .T22 6.524 1 011 158
Type(1) 2.188 569 14777 1 oo 8.920
Constant -1.082 .T40 2.140 1 143 339
Step 5% Stress(1) 5.080 .8593 32.350 1 000 | 160.812
PrevSeq 31759 3 .28%9
PrevSeg(1) T3 .T3%9 978 1 -323 2.078
PrevSeg(2) - 569 TT3 541 1 462 566
PrevSeg(3) | -25.152 | 7421.486 000 1 897 0o
Tempo 17.533 2 000
Tempao{1) -3.590 .B58 17.522 1 0o 028
Tempao{2) -1.999 .T58 6.959 1 LT 135
TypeP(1) 2.004 772 6.T36 1 Lk 7.421
Type(1) 2757 .658 17.561 1 00D 15.752
Constant -2 525 J967 6.824 1 Tk 080
Step &' Stress(1) 5373 973 30.512 1 000 | 215.485
PrevSeq 6.109 3 106
PrewSeg(1) 904 TTE 1.358 1 .244 2470
PrewSeg(2) -1.011 841 1.444 1 .229 364
PrewSeg(3) | -23.470 | 6738.495 .o0no 1 937 000
Tempo 17.4T0 2 .Doo
Tempo{1) -3.776 904 17.454 1 .oon 023
Tempo{2) -2.010 .TB1 6.632 1 010 134
TypeP({1) 2453 .B56 8.201 1 .oo4 11.619
Type(1) 3.305 .T50 19.424 1 .0on 27.248
FreqF Rili] il 5000 1 025 1.000
Constant -2.704 1.0234 6.837 1 .0o% 08T

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: S5tress,
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
e. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Type.

d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: PrevSeg.
e Variable(s) entered on step 5 TypeP

f. Variableis) entered on step &: FregF
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Leg Sig. of the
Varisble Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -120.818 B7.18%8 .0oo
Step 2 Stress -113.783 81.527 .ooo
Tempo -TT.33 18.803 .ooo
Step 3 Stress -106.138 B7.387 .ooo
Tempo -72.438 18.882 .ooo
Type -58.030 11.178 .01
Step 4 Stress -80.742 §5.187 .ooo
Previeg -52.440 28.5684 .ooo
Tempo -60.831 25.348 .ooo
Type -57.081 17.86886 .ooo
Step & Stress -80.628 T2.840 .ooo
Previeg -59.060 29.802 .ooo
Tempo -57.232 28.148 .ooo
TypeP -48.158 g.000 .00s
Type -55.882 23.488 .ooo
Step 6 Stress -TT7.388 T2.371 .ooo
PrevGeg -56.204 28.883 .0oo
Tempo -54.G08 26.870 .ooo
TypeP -48.371 10.318 .00
Type -55.445 28.484 .ooo
FreagF -44 158 5.801 .015
Speaker: ns
Wariables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1°  Prevseg 6.017 3 111
PrevSeqg(1) 1.315 J5d41 5.899 1 015 3.724
PrevSeq(2) 640 .493 1.683 1 195 1.836
PrevSeg(3) | -22.104 14210.3861 .ooo 1 .999 i)
Constant 2801 .329 T.501 1 006 2.482
Step Zh Stress(1) 2114 .558 14.337 1 0o 8.285
Prevseqg 11.555 3 009
PrevSeg(1) 2.263 674 11.279 1 001 9.609
PrevSeq(2) 1.353 .G604 5.312 1 021 4.028
PrevSeg(3) | -20.267 14210.3861 .ooo 1 .999 i)
Constant -.9358 L6011 2.421 1 20 382
Step 3 Stress(1) 2.283 612 13.509 1 0o 9.809
PrevSeq 12.005 3 .0o7F
PrevSeg(1) 2.450 i} 11.649 1 001 12.064
PrevSeg(2) 1.611 .656 6.039 1 014 5.008
PrevSeg(3) | -20.245 13361.878 .ooo 1 .999 i)
Tempo 8.761 2 013
Tempo(1) -2.302 .B52 T.299 1 00T oo
Tempo(2) -2.487 -B5T 8.483 1 004 .0g2
Constant .TEE .892 T41 1 .389 2.155
Step -ld Stress(1) 2.144 B2 11.898 1 001 8.529
Prevseqg 11.879 3 .0oe
PrevSeqg(1) 2.515 744 11.421 1 001 12.370
PrevSeg(2) 1.68% .&T75 6.264 1 012 5.418
PrevSeqg(3) | -20.864 12710.583 Rilili] 1 .594%9 Rilili]
Tempo 9.241 2 010
Tempo(1) -2.526 .505 T.782 1 005 D80
Tempao(2) -2.728 812 8.950 1 003 065
Type(1) 1.308 512 £.530 1 011 3.698
Constant =11 918 161 1 689 1.445

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1. Previeg.
b. Variakle(s) entered on step 2@ Stress,

c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Tempo.

d. Variable(s) entered an step 4; Type.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log 5ig. of the
Variable Likelikood Likaelihood df Change
Step 1 PrevSeqg -B6.559 32.262 3 000
Step 2 Stress -TD.427 17.027 1 000
PrevSeqg -TE.484 29.140 3 000
Step 3 Stress -63.509 17.155 1 000
PrevSeqg -69.332 28 802 3 000
Tempo -61.914 13.965 2 001
Step 4  Stress -5B.579 14.212 1 000
PrevSeqg -66.945 30.944 3 000
Tempo -59.034 15.123 2 001
Type -54.931 6.917 1 .00g
Speaker: 1j
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1% Stress(1) 1.857 350 31.185 1 il 7.080
Constant -1.402 279 25230 1 il 246
Step 2“ Stress(1) 1.812 359 25.477 1 o0 6.121
Length 421 154 7.466 1 .0nE 1.524
Constant -2.213 425 27.073 1 o0 1039
Step a® Stress(1) 1.961 414 22.404 1 oo 7.108
PrevSeg 15.224 3 .onz2
PrevSeg(1) 1.388 509 7.454 1 .0nE 4.008
PrevSeg(2) 022 86 0oz 1 964 1.022
PrevSeg(3) -1.3286 _BBOD 2.269 1 132 266
Length -601 ATT 11.592 1 o1 1.824
Constant -3.073 624 24265 1 oo 048
Step 4" Stress(1) 2.470 482 26.205 1 oo 11.818
PrevSeg 16.839 3 o001
PrevSeg(1) 1.518 544 7.790 1 .ons 4 565
PrevSeg(2) -.163 524 BT 1 .T5E B50
PrevSeg(3) -1.227 ma27 1.750 1 1BE 293
LengthP 778 246 10.007 1 .onz2 2178
Length T3z 132 14.559 1 .ono 2.080
Constant -5.124 A874 27.638 1 .ono 006
Step 5% Stress(1) 2.604 A1 26.011 1 il 13.515
PrevSeg 16.424 3 o0
PrevSeg(1) 1.559 563 7.659 1 .0nE 4.754
PrevSeg(2) - 170 545 037 1 TGS B44
PrevSeg(3) -1.283 AT 1.744 1 BT 277
Tempao 9.855 2 .ooT
Tempo(1) -1.056 488 4_6B0 1 031 348
Tempo(2) -1.533 501 9377 1 .onz 216
LengthP B26 258 10.2486 1 o1 2.285
Length .TB3 203 14.931 1 oo 2.187
Constant -4.5860 1.013 20.268 1 oo 010
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Step E' Stress(1) 3.232 598 29 211 1 0oo 25.326
PrevSeq 14.082 3 Rilik]
PrevSeg(1) 1.624 587 T7.391 1 .oor 5074
PrevSeg(2) -.041 g4 005 1 943 880
PrevSeg(3) -850 S84 .T486 1 1] 427
VowHeig(1) -1.323 519 6.492 1 011 266
Tempao 10.125 2 Rl
Tempao(1) -1.102 505 4. TGS 1 029 332
Tempao{2) -1.608 BT 9.8663 1 ooz 200
LengthP 859 25T 111714 1 .oo1 2.381
Length 810 204 15.760 1 0oo 2.249
Constant -4.723 1.04%9 20.284 1 ooo o039

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress,
b. Variable(s) entered an step 2: Langth.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3; Prevseg.
d. Variakle{s} entered on step 4: LengthP
e. Variable(s) entered on step 5. Tempo.
f. Variable(s) entered on step 6. VowHelg.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Lag Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
[ Step 1 Stress 421188 35515 1 000
Step 2 Stress -113.434 28.322 1 000
Length -103.231 T.9186 1 005
Step 3 Stress -103.029 25.900 1 000
PrevSeg -99.2T73 18 388 3 000
Length -9G6.822 13.487 1 000
Step 4  Stress -100.972 33.900 1 000
PrevSeg -94.258 20.472 3 000
LengthP -90.079 12.114 1 001
Length -92.754 17.464 1 000
Step 5  Stress -95.934 34 510 1 000
PrevSeg -88.T32 20107 3 000
Tempo -84.022 10.686 2 i
LengthP -84.963 12.568 1 000
Length -87.844 18.330 1 000
Step 6  Stress -95.933 41.489 1 000
PrevSeg -83.418 16.458 3 001
VowHeig -TB.BTY 6979 1 .nog
Tempo -80.728 11.078 2 004
LengthP -82.208 14.037 1 000
Length -84.958 19.539 1 000




Speaker: sv

Variables in the Equation®

B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 1°  Stress(1) 2.918 .415 | 49.268 1 000 18.459
Constant -.669 .268 £.218 1 043 512
step 2" Stress(1) 2.989 J510 | 33.853 1 000 19.478
PrevSeg 10.480 3 015
PrevSeg(1) 1.991 .28 | 10.052 1 002 7.326
PrevSeg(2) .TB5 580 1.737 1 188 2.148
PrevSeg(3) |-12.716 | 11602.714 000 1 .99 000
Constant -1.486 561 7.020 1 008 228
step3®  LinkType 14.191 1 000
LinkType(2) | -2.972 1.054 | 14.191 1 000 018
Stress{1) 3.911 771 | 25.738 1 000 49945
PrevSeg 18.036 3 000
PrevSeg(1) §.583 1.599 | 16.942 1 000 | 722.584
PrevSeg(2) 2.492 .889 7.861 1 005 12.089
PrevSeg(3) |-14.961 | 11602.711 000 1 .899 000
Constant -2.270 788 8.291 1 004 03
Step 47 LinkType 15.265 1 000
LinkType(2) | -4.232 1.045 | 16.265 1 000 015
Stress{1) 4.011 798 | 25.197 1 000 55.178
PrevSeg 20.539 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 7113 1.636 | 18.310 1 000 | 1228.214
PrevSeg(2) 2.824 .950 8.836 1 003 16.849
PrevSeg(3) |-14.298 | 11542.400 000 1 .899 000
Freq 000 000 3.773 1 052 1.000
Constant -2.847 _830 | 10.230 1 001 058
Step 5°  LinkType 15.455 1 000
LinkType(2) | -4.337 1.103 | 15.455 1 000 013
Stress{1) 4.654 925 | 25.313 1 000 | 104.987
PrevSeg 20.056 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 7.400 1.690 | 19.164 1 000 | 1636.259
PrevSeg(2) 3.180 995 | 10.217 1 001 24.053
PrevSeg(3) | -12.582 | 11512.759 000 1 .99 000
FreqP 000 000 3.618 1 {057 1.000
Freq 000 000 4.249 1 039 1.000
Constant -3.767 1.032 | 13.319 1 000 023
Step 87  LinkType 15.836 1 000
LinkType(2) | -4.6439 1.168 | 15.836 1 000 010
Stress{1) 4.594 8916 | 25.157 1 000 98.886
PrevSeg 20.833 3 000
PrevSeg(1) 7.632 1.712 | 19.866 1 000 | 2063.298
PrevSeg(2) 3.169 1.004 9.962 1 002 23.783
PrevSeg(3) | -12.077 | 11487.159 .aoo 1 .899 000
Length 426 271 2.478 1 A16 1.531
FreqP 000 000 4.437 1 035 1.000
Freq 000 000 2.408 1 A21 1.000
Constant -4.543 1.156 | 15.434 1 000 011

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress,

b. Variable(s) entered an step 2! Prevseq.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: LinkType.
d. Variable{s} entered on step 4: Freg
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e. Variable(s) entered on step 5: FregP.
f. Variable(s) entered on step & Length.
g. Stepwise procedure stopped because removing the least significant variable result in a previously fitted model.

Meodel if Term Removed

Change in -2
Medel Log Leg Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -107.175 62.420 1 .ooo
Step 2 Stress -B7.078 45.888 1 .ooo
Prewvieg -7T5.965 23.5689 3 .ooo
Step 3 LinkType -64.130 15.508 1 .ooo
Stress -B1.888 54.134 1 .ooo
PrewvSeg -7T5. 858 42.2489 3 .ooo
Step 4 LinkType -§2.838 21.572 1 .ooo
Stress -TR.ITZ2 54.238 1 .ooo
PrewvSeg -T5.041 45.878 3 .ooo
Freq -54.831 5.558 1 .018
Step 5 LinkType -60.0898 20.588 1 .ooo
Stress -TR.1E68 BE.T34 1 .ooo
PrewSeg -71.730 43.858 3 .ooo
FreqP -52.053 4501 1 034
Freq -53.087 G.580 1 .010
Step 8 LinkType -58.321 21.854 1 .ooo
Stress -T5.648 54.307 1 .ooo
Prewvieg -70.041 43.084 3 .ooo
Lemgth -40.802 2.818 1 108
FreqP -51.245 5.802 1 .018@
Freq -50.090 3.183 1 074

Speaker: ss
Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
S-t-etpn‘lal Stress(1) 3.492 _TED 21108 1 .ooo 32.842
Constant -1:1)) _261 31086 1 .ors 1.583
Stepﬂh Stress(1) 3.433 _TB2 18.256 1 .ooo an.9aed
Tempo 2.129 2 345
Tempo{1) | -19.952 | 4765.931 oo 1 88T .00
Tempo(2) | -19.156 | 4765.931 oo 1 88T .00
Constant 19.605 | 4T65.931 oo 1 847 326809415
Step 3°  Stress(1) 3.587 801 20,073 1 .ooo 6122
Tempo 2.325 2 313
Tempo(1) | -20.083 | 4601.114 oo 1 847 000
Tempo(2) | -19.186 | 4601.114 oo 1 847 000
Freq Rl oo 4.272 1 .03s 1.000
Constant 19.203 | 4601.114 oo 1 887 218615202

a. Variable(s) entered on step L: Stress,
b. Variable(s) entered an step 2: Tampa.

c. Variableis) entered on step 3: Freg.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1 Stress -72.388 42171 1 Rili]
Step 2  Stress -58.779 g 100 1 Rili]
Tempo -51.302 15.146 2 R
S5tep 3  Stress -55_600 aT.011 1 R
Tempo -47 . 088 15.988 2 R
Freq -41.730 9.2T0 1 o0z
Speaker: tp
Variables in the Equation
B 5E Wald df Sig. Exp{B)
Step1°  Stress(1) 2.010 363 | 30575 1 .0oo 7.462
Constant -.325 25T 1.539 1 206 .T22
5tep2t' Stress(1) 2167 404 | 28.897 1 .ooo B.730
Tempo 17.940 2 .ooo
Tempo|1) -1.878 485 14.373 1 .Doo 153
Tempo|2) -.304 514 343 1 558 .T40
Constant 421 408 1.059 1 303 1.523
Step3®  Stress{1) 3.549 _BE8 | 28.195 1 .oon 34777
Tempo 18.351 2 .0oo
Tempo|1) -1.891 521 14.621 1 .0oo 3T
Temipo|2) - 280 535 2639 1 604 .TH6
TypeP(1) 2.337 _E53 12.558 1 .0oo 10.348
Constant -1.660 .T42 4.938 1 025 180
Step 4" Stress(1) 4.426 JB03 | 30.39%8 1 .ooo 83.578
PrevSeqg 11.509 3 ML ]
PrevSeg({1) 2.282 6T9 11.312 1 001 5.796
PrevSeg(Z) 1.162 654 3.155 1 076 3.185
PrevSeg{3) | -19.669 | 17109.009 000 1 5889 oo
Tempo 16.958 2 .0oo
Tempo|1) -2.143 AT5 | 13,904 1 .0oo T
Temipo|2) -.335 AT8 336 1 562 .T15
TypeP(1) 2.43%9 .98 | 12.222 1 .ooo 11.457
Constant -3.296 948 | 12.080 1 001 037
-SIZEPEE Stress(1) 4.634 -B45 30111 1 .0oo | 102.963
PrevSeqg 11.5486 3 ML ]
PrevSeg(1) 2.348 T03 [ 11444 1 004 10.440
PrevSeg|2) 1.012 _EBED 2.217 1 A37 2.752
PrevSeg{d) | -19.259 | 16964.548 000 1 5889 .00
Tempo 17.573 2 .0oo
Tempo|1) -2 367 B16 | 14.775 1 .0oo 054
Temipo|2) -.378 558 3939 1 528 .EEG
LengthF - 550 185 7.930 1 005 ATT
TypeP(1) 2775 T4 | 13.533 1 .ooo 16.031
Constant -2.4132 .1 6.216 1 013 080
a. Variable(s) entered on step 10 Stress
b. Variable(s) entered on step 2: Tempo.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: TypeP.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: Pravieg.
e_Variable(s) entered on step 5: LengtaF.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2
Model Log Log Sig. of the
| Variable Likelihood Likelihaod df Change
Step1  Stress -108.875 33.632 1 .0oo
Step 2 Stress -98.782 33.314 1 .0oo
Tempo -92.05% 19.867 2 _0og
Step 3  Stress -98_ 257 50680 1 _0og
Tempo -83.202 20.57T1 2 i
TypeP -82.125 18.417 1 i
Step 4 Stress -91.64% 57.947 1 i
PrewSeq -T2.917 20.481 3 i
Tempo -72.422 19.492 2 _00Q
TypeP -71.123 16.895 1 _00Q
Step 5  Stress -87.321 58.053 1 000
PrevSeq -57.748 18.907 3 000
Tempo -68.913 21.238 2 _0og
LengthF -62.676 B.763 1 003
TypeP -67.90% 19.230 1 _0og
12.7.3 Native speakers
Speaker: Brit. (British)
Variables in the Equation
B SE Wald df Sig. Exp{B}
Step 1" Stress(1) 2.886 50T 32.448 1 il 17.926
Constant -2.747 461 36.875 1 il .0E1
Stepﬂn Stress(1) 3.520 648 25.453 1 _0oo 33.801
Freq .ooo 000 12.259 1 _0oo 1.000
Constant -3.872 (643 32.859 1 _0oo 025
Stepﬁ-c Stress(1) 4.045 T21 31.492 1 ML) 57.114
Tempo 15.009 2 ML)
Tempo{1) -2.618 605 1B.703 1 ML) .0T3
Tempo(2) -1.485 541 7.520 1 00E .226
Freq .0oo 000 13.704 1 0oo 1.000
Constant -2.874 .680 17.880 1 0oo 0586
Stepdd Stress(1) 4.812 .B45 32.461 1 0o | 123.038
VowHeig(1) -1.302 522 6.227 1 013 272
Tempo 15.458 2 ML)
Tempo(1) -2.798 638 198.212 1 oo .DE1
Tempo(2) -1.623 E5T3 B.0593 1 004 196
Freq -ooo J0oo 15.713 1 oo 1.000
Constant -2.962 .T23 16.TET 1 oo .052
Step 5°  Stress(1) 5.258 2830 32.428 1 00D | 199.8594
VowHeig(1) -1.8739 605 9.636 1 ooz -153
Tempo 20.378 2 ML)
Tempo(1) -3.124 68T 20.087 1 oo 044
Tempo(2) -1.798 603 B.&TT 1 003 168
Type(1) 1.693 608 7.743 1 RE 5.433
Freq -ooo .0oo 8.702 1 ooz 1.000
Constant -3.949 -B51 21.533 1 il 015
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Step 8'  Stress(1) 5.B48 1.014 33.261 1 000 | 346.600
VowHeig(1) -2.123 .33 11.087 1 .oo1 113
Tempo 20.607 2 ML)
Tempo(1) -3.285 723 20,310 1 il 03T
Tempo(2) -1.894 624 89.202 1 ooz 150
LengthP 586 3os 3.755 1 053 1.815
Type(1) 1.618 618 6847 1 RilE:] 5.045
Freq Rilili] 000 12.1489 1 Rilil] 1.000
Constant -5.310 1.162 20.886 1 Rilil] il
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Stress,
b. Variable(s) entered an step 2: Freg
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3: Tempo.
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4. VowHeig.
e. Variable(s) entered on step 5 Type.
f. Wariable(s) entered on step &: LengthP.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Lag Log Sig. of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step 1  Stress -107.175 51.489 1 000
Step 2 Stress -104. 676 53 B74 1 000
Freq -81.430 13.383 1 000
Step 3  Stress -95.922 65 B34 1 000
Tempo -74.739 23.528 2 000
Freq -T0.T47 15.544 1 000
Step 4  Stress -95.284 71.344 1 000
VowHeig -62.975 B.727 1 Lk
Tempo -72.067 24 911 2 000
Freq -69.069 18.915 1 000
Step 5  Stress -91.878 73.387 1 000
VowHeig -60.B09 11.2489 1 001
Tempo -GB.979 27 .588 2 000
Type -58.612 B.B54 1 003
Freq -60.588 10807 1 004
S5tep &  Stress -91.606 77.052 1 000
VowHeig -58.7T82 13.404 1 000
Tempo -6T7.42%9 28 698 2 000
LengthP -55.184 4.209 1 040
Type -56.960 T.TED 1 005
Freq -60.011 13.B62 1 000
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Speaker: Aus.(Australian)

Variables in the Equation

B 5E Wald df Sig. Exp{B)
Step 19 Tempo 32.350 2 oo
Tempao{1) -2.578 454 32.233 1 oo 076
Tempao{2) -.955 392 5935 1 015 385
Constant 989 293 11.397 1 o001 2_687
Step 2" PrevSeqg 22156 3 oo
PrevSeg(1) -.591 554 1.140 1 286 554
PrevSeg(2) 492 11 1.119 1 290 1.636
PrevSeg(3) -2.391 638 14.031 1 oo 092
Tempo 34.092 2 o0
Tempao{1) -3.027 521 33 TIT 1 oo 048
Tempo{2) -1.202 453 7.028 1 .oog 01
Constant 1.555 463 11.001 1 o001 4. 737
Step 3°  Stress(1) 1.555 438 12.588 1 _ooo 4.734
PrevSeq 18.751 3 _ooo
PrevSeg(1) -.6T2 588 1.306 1 253 A1
PrevSeg(2) .B61 4933 2.973 1 084 2_366
PrevSeg(3) -1.828 681 7.184 1 oor 161
Tempo 34 47T 2 o0
Tempao{1) -3.33 569 34.225 1 oo 036
Tempo|{2) -1.335 ATE T7.TB9 1 Rl 263
Constant 571 543 1.108 1 293 1.771
Step 49 Stress(1) 2.205 BT 18.192 1 oo 9070
PrevSeq 20.510 3 oo
PrevSeg(1) -.938 621 2.2B5 1 A3 391
PrevSeg(2) 892 519 2.953 1 D86 2.441
PrevSeg(3) -2.030 T20 7960 1 Rl E A3
VowHeig(1) -1.585 507 9.88B3 1 ooz 203
Tempo 348386 2 .ono
Tempao{1) -3.608 613 34.623 1 oo 027
Tempao{2) -1.415 499 8.052 1 005 243
Constant _BBT 576 2266 1 132 2.379
Step 5% Stress(1) 2.594 563 21.1%89 1 0o 13.378
PrevSeg 15.445 3 0o
PrevSeg(1) -1.088 B35 2.940 1 DBE 337
PrevSeg(2) a9 533 2.905 1 .DEE 2.482
PrevSeg(3) -1.897 T36 6.640 1 010 A50
VowHeig(1) -1.731 522 10.979 1 o001 ATT
Tempao A5.3TT 2 oo
Tempo(1) -3.787 .E33 35.129 1 o0 023
Tempo(2) -1.504 ST 8471 1 .on4 222
LengthP 568 244 5.414 1 020 1.764
Constant -.294 .T53 150 1 693 .T45
Step &' Stress(1) 2 806 553 21.978 1 oo 16.542
PrevSeg 17.182 3 -on1
PrevSeg(1) -. 688 .BE3 1.076 1 S300 502
PrevSeg(2) 1.224 AT 4587 1 032 3.39%9
PrevSeg(3) -1.472 TET 3.6B4 1 055 2239
VowHeig(1) -1.871 552 11.478 1 -on1 154
Tempao 35692 2 ooo
Tempo(1) -4 056 681 35.429 1 oo 017
Tempo(2) -1.618 541 8.948 1 003 198
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LengthP .T02 L2680 7.2B1 oo7 2.018
Freq oo 000 B.182 013 1.000
Constant -1.087 B45 1.6B5 .154 334
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Tempo.
b. ¥Yariable(s) entered an step 2. Preveq.
c. Variable(s) entered on step 3; Stress,
d. Variable(s) entered on step 4: VowHeig.
e. Variable(s) entered on step 5: LengthP.
f. Wariable(s) entered on step 6: Freg.
Model if Term Removed
Change in -2
Model Lag Log Sig, of the
Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
Step1 Tempo -122.345 40.253 2 000
Step 2 PrevSeg -102.219 23.788 3 000
Tempo -109.781 44912 2 000
Step 3  Stress -87.325 13.843 1 000
PrevSeg -92.172 23.538 3 000
Tempo -104.437 48 067 2 000
Step 4  Stress -85.832 21891 1 000
PrevSeg -BB.160 26.5486 3 000
VowHeig -80.403 11.032 1 001
Tempo -100.422 51.070 2 Rilil]
Step 5 Stress -85.300 26.7T52 1 Rilil]
PrewSeq -84.296 24.T743 3 Rilil]
VowHeig -TB.AT3 12.497 1 000
Tempo -3B.555 53.260 2 000
LengthP -T4.887 5.925 1 015
Step 8  Stress -g2.222 28_B039 1 000
PrevSeg -TB.464 21.294 3 000
VowHeig -74.502 13.3639 1 000
Tempo -35.878 56.122 2 000
LengthP -71.944 B.253 1 004
Freq -71.924 B.215 1 004



Speaker: Am.(American)

Variables in the Equation

B 5E Wakd df Sig. Exp{B}

StEp‘Ta Tempo 35537 2 0@o
Tempo(1) -2.951 504 34.252 1 000 .052
Tempao|2) -2.307 M4BT 22.451 1 000 00
Constant 1.946 404 23.193 1 000 T7.000
Etepzh Stress(1) 2110 437 23.286 1 il B.247

Tempao 35.THT 2 oo
Tempo{1) -3.423 584 34.312 1 noo 033
Tempo{2) -2.702 554 23.743 1 noo 06T
Constant 1.178 432 7.443 1 i 3.248
Step 3°  Stress(i) 1.796 487 14.775 1 000 6.025

PrevSeg 11.632 3 op3a
PrevSeg(1)} -.013 604 -B00 1 882 987
PrevSeg(2) o2 526 03T 1 B4T 1107
PrevSeg(3) -2.537 B31 9.327 1 nn2 0789

Tempao 30.525 2 0o
Tempo(1) -4.023 .T32 30.231 1 ono 018
Tempo(2) -3.303 .TOEB 21.792 1 ono 037
Constant 2208 .T33 S.086 1 ik 100
Step-l'j Stress{1) 1.710 480 12.688 1 0o 5531

PrevSeqg 12,821 3 005
PrevSeg(1) 265 638 T2 1 678 1.303
PrevSeg(2} Aar 545 DG4 1 BO1 1147
PrevSeg(3) -2.649%9 851 9_6B2 1 nn2 071

Tempao 31.224 2 0oo
Tempo(1) -4 1B3 .T53 30819 1 000 015
Tempo(2) -3.391 .T1B 22.31%9 1 000 034
Type{1) 1.194 458 E.B0D4 1 k] 3.301
Constant 1.642 .TGE 4.602 1 032 5 167
Stepﬁﬂ Stress(1) 2.223 547 16.527 1 000 9.237

Previeg 12.078 3 007
PrevSeg(1) -.1932 632 077 1 782 826
PrevSeg(2) -.4085 10 442 1 506 BT
PrevSeg(3) -2.945 836 10.73%9 1 001 053

Tempo 32.243 2 000
Tempo(1) -4.402 782 31.660 1 000 012
Tempo(2) -3.542 .T3B 23.060 1 000 029
TypeP(1) 1.685 573 B.639 1 003 5.383
Type(1) 1.581 506 9.759 1 002 4 859
Constant 624 B389 554 1 AST 1.867

. Variable(s) entered on step L Tempao.
- Warlable(s) entered on step 2: Stress,
- Wariable(s) entered on step 3: Prevseg.

- Wariable(s) entered an step 4; Type.

[ = M + T = S 1]

. Variable(s) entered on step 5: TypeP.
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Model if Term Removed

Change in -2

Model Log Log 5ig. of the

Variable Likelihood Likelihood df Change
[ Step 1 Tempo 1163242 49 563 2 000
Step 2 Stress -891.560 28.53T7 1 .0oo
Tempo -103.84%9 53.118 2 .0oo
Step 3 Stress -TT7.451 16.839 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -TT.251 16.521 3 001
Tempo -87.459 56.937 2 .0oo
Step 4  Stress -T2.435 14.118 1 .0oo
PrevSeg -74.700 18.528 3 .0oo
Tempo -94.641 58.410 2 000
Type -69.031 7130 1 007
Step 5  Stress -T0.410 19.862 1 000
PrevSeg -69.000 17.042 3 001
Tempo -90.787 B0.61T 2 000
TypeP -65.436 9.914 1 .002
Type -65.916 10,875 1 001
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12.8 Tables used in the repeated measures Anova

12.8.1 The table used for the English sentenceshia study

f

90,4%

86,3%

91,8%

79,5%

78,1%

98,6%

75,0%

66,7%

91,7%

50,0%

40,5%

83,8%

79,7%

78,4%

90,5%

94,4%

70,8%

97,2%

45,2%

53,4%

75,3%

30,1%

46,6%

72,6%

54,1%

70,3%

86,5%

88,6%

82,9%

97,1%

87,0%

92,8%

98,6%

48,6%

56,8%

77,0%

82,2%

75,3%

93,2%

72,6%

75,3%

84,9%

55,4%

63,5%

81,1%

27,0%

27,0%

86,5%

57,7%

50,7%

88,7%

23,0%

31,1%

60,8%

49,3%

46,6%

89,0%

95,6%

82,4%

97,1%

40,5%

58,1%

70,3%

40,5%

54,1%

73,0%

60,8%

64,9%

78,4%

68,9%

68,9%

86,5%

77,8%

70,8%

86,1%

35,1%

36,5%

50,0%

70,0%

64,3%

91,4%

38,4%

31,5%

58,9%

71,8%

80,3%

95,8%

QOO OODOOOOOIOI0I0I0IOIOO0O0OIn0n0n0n
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44,6%

73,0%

83,8%
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12.8.2 The table used for the Czech and Germandaxtthe study

Language Gender | f S

95,7% 100,0%
82,6% 100,0%
78,3% 91,3%
78,3% 95,7%
78,3% 82,6%
82,6% 95,7%
73,9% 82,6%
91,3% 100,0%
76,2% 81,0%
87,0% 95,7%
82,6% 95,7%
78,3% 87,0%
100,0% 100,0%
72,7% 95,5%
95,5% 100,0%
95,5% 100,0%
100,0% 100,0%
100,0% 100,0%
86,4% 95,5%
59,1% 81,8%
40,9% 59,1%
90,9% 90,9%
85,7% 100,0%
81,8% 90,9%
86,4% 90,9%
81,8% 90,9%
68,2% 86,4%
63,6% 95,5%
81,8% 95,5%
63,6% 77,3%

OO0 0ININ0O000n0O000000OIOOOOOOO OO
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12.8.3 List of abbreviations used in the repeatedasures Anova

German
Czech

female

male

slow
fast

imitation
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