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Table 1: Basic data types according to domain (columns) and processing stage (rows) 

 Direct input by native speaker Indirect input by native 
speaker 

 Data based on 
observable linguistic 

behaviour

Data based on 
metalinguistic 

knowledge

Historical data 

Raw data e.g. recording of a 
discussion 

e.g. acceptability rating 
(token) 

e.g. inscription, 
original manuscript 

Method(s) for deriving e.g. transcription  e.g. statistical analyses (philological) criticism 
Primary data e.g. transcript (with 

translation) 
e.g. acceptability rating 
(statistics) 

critical edition 

Method(s) for deriving e.g. distributional 
analysis, frequency 
statistics 

“interpretation” historical-comparative + 
“interpretation” 

Structural data 
(secondary data) 

statements on distribution, preferred reading, 
etc.; frequency data; treebank; dictionary 
entry; implicational universal 

data on language and 
culture history (e.g.  
OHG o > MHG ö) 

Table 2: Different types of data based on observable linguistic behaviour 

Raw data recording (audio/video) (non-recorded 
observation) 

 

Methods for deriving e.g. transcription, translation  
Primary data transcript with 

translation 
field notes written documents in 

standard orthography 
(newspaper, etc.) 

Methods for deriving distributional and frequency analysis, tagging, crossling. comparison, “interpretation” 
Structural data  descriptive statement, dictionary entry, frequency data, typological 

database, treebank, implicational universal 

Table 3: Major differences between basic data types according to processing stage 
(exemplified with data based on observable linguistic behaviour)  

Raw data e.g. video recording ⇐ particular, unique, direct input by 
native speaker 

Primary data e.g. transcript ⇐ particular, non-unique, direct input by 
native speaker 

    
Structural data e.g. descriptive statement ⇐ general (without historical identity) 
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QUOTE FROM ROBINS & UHLENBECK (1991:XIII) 
“The Comité International Permanente de Linguistes (CIPL) is fully aware that as an apolitical 
organisation it is unable to reverse this process of gradual decline of many languages, … 
Nevertheless, the CIPL cannot remain idle. … This implies that we have to make an effort at least 
to record the languages threatened by extinction, to encourage and to enable linguists to do 
fieldwork, to write grammars, to compose dictionaries, and to preserve and make accessible 
their oral and written literature. The extinction of languages seriously affects the empirical basis 
of linguistics, …” [Emphasis added, NPH] 
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