Analysis of Written Discourse :
An Experiment with English Texts

A.M. SALLAM (Minia Univ.)

Some ways in which discourse potterns are conmstructed
out of clouse reigtions hove been explored in some
detail. Three maojor potterns hove been identified
the Epitome-Detoil, the Evidence-Justification ond
the Query-Evidence. As models of orgonization, they
shaw how [or English discourse is scientific; olmost
alf the texts depend upon evidence ond exemplificotion
in the presentation of thoughts ond arguments.

An gtlempt is made to show how these potterns
ore indicated to the reader by means of such lexico-
grammaticol resources as lexicol clues.grommaoticol
connectives ond repetition, how they con be onolysed
through questions ond porophrose tests in the light
of context especially in cases where the sentence is
not internally signalled as related to its predecessors

in o porticular way.

(1) Introduction

It has been suggested by some linguists(e.g. kaplan, 1972) that there
are differences between Languages in the patterning of thoughts amm
argument, that oriental writing, for instance, is indirect or circumlocut -
ionaty while English is more'direct' ,f.e. more scientific.  This paper
sets out to investigate I':‘.nglish(l) discourse in order to form an under
standing of its real caliber, It attempts to examine the disconmu)

structure of a current sample of English texts so as to get to grips
with its patterns of organisatiou‘a) and the way thoughts and aiguments
are presénted. it is based on such works on text linguistics as Halliday
and Hessan (1976), Guiwinski (1976), Winter (1977) and Heey (1983)

among others. In these works the|text, i.e. I stretch of discourse, has




(2)
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been chosen for analysis rather than the sentence taken
as an independent unit for it is the text that can reflect
the accomplishment of the communicative functions of language
e.g. arguing , evaluating , responding , criticising , presenting .warn-
ing , etc . Such functions are discourse activities wirth goals.A
text will be structured {i.e. given a partem’ of bc-ganizatiun) by the
writer in semvice of such a goal(cf. c_;.jmperz, et al., 1984, p.4) and
the reader (or listener) will recognize that goal through his interpretation
of the 1ext helped t;y such other factoss as his knowledge of the
real world and the thti;al {or text forming) component of the linguistic
system (see Hall:iday-.and Hassan, 1976, pp. 299-325) pants of which
are cohesion and theme systiems (see 3 below):

The data

The findings of this paper are based on the analysis of 10 random
texts (henceforth. called ET1, ET2, etc.) taken from the English
newspaper: "The Daily Telegraph,” Oct.15, 1987 (see Appendix). The
texis are mainly current previews, commentaries, spotlights and
critiques on a wide variety of subjects {e.g. economy, industry, the
arts, politics, fashion and sport). Though ~representinga number ol
“discourse activities, they are largely argumentative. They discuss,
present, instruct, criticise and warn in the main though occasionally
they describe and narrate. :

Analytic procedures
The method employed in tackling the problem of describing discourse
(here viewed as the product of semantic relations hoiding beiween
sentences) is an adaptation of such analytic frames as contextualizat-
ion (Firth, 1957), cohesive relations (Halliday and Hassan, 1976),
and cleuse relations {Winter, 1971, 1977 and Hoey 1983). It seems
necessary to go at some length into these anaiyric frames.
(i) Context of situation

Firth's contextualization or * context of situation ' ~ his claim
that the occurrence or acceptability of an utterance in & situation is
the only guarantee of its being significant - has been exploited in
written discourse by placing’ a sentence in its context, i.e. its agdjac-
ent sentences within the discourse 1o show how its meaning and

grammar can be explained if its Jarger context is tulen into account.



-3 -

{ii} Grammazical cobesion

Once a sentence is placed in its context, a complexity of intersenten-
tial relations sccrue. Halliday and Hassan (1976, 299) accoumt for

these relations in terms of texiual cohesion. Cohesion (through cobesive
ties) expresses rthe continuity that exists between one part of the

text and another. This comtincity expresses ai each stage in the

discourse the p&inu of contact with what has gone before. " The

fexicogrammatical resources which provide for the text cobesive

selations are as follows : reierence (either situmtional or textual}s
substitution, ellipsis, conjunciiom and lexical items (Halliday and

Hassan, 1976, 308-325 ).

(iii) Clause relations organising discourse pattems.
Winter's analytic framwork is similarly based on a riew of discourse
as the product of semantic relations holding beiween seniences and
mainteined by cohesive ties, lexical and grammatical . But wheseas
Haniﬁay and Hassan consider each cobesive tie or relation in isolstion,
Winter and Hoey use them as key-clues 1o reveal the pattern (ie,
clause selational organisation)of a text as a whole.

Winter (1971) defines a clause relation as the cognitive process
whereby the meaning of a sentence (or group of sentences)is interpreted
in the light of its adjoining sentence or group of senmences. Thus
clause relations are acts of interpretation by reader of what he
éncounters, in the light of what hes already been enccgpmtered (Hoey,
1983,18). '

Clause relations divide into iwo main categories: logical sequence
relations (e.g. condition-consequence / instrument- achievement etc)
and matching celations (e.g. comtrast and compatibility). Logical
sequence relations are relations between successive evenis o ideas,
whether actual or potential whereas in the matching relations starements
are ‘matched’ against each other in tesms of degrees of identicality
of description. The means by which a relation might be established
in a discourse or passage are: grammatical connectives (e.g. subordinators
{or adjuncts} and conjunctions l(or conjuncis) | lexical signals and
tepetition. Projection into dislogue which may igwolve the use of
questions and paraphrase are used as methods oi clarilying the
clause relations in the text. These lexico-grammagical methods ase

appiied by Hoey (1983) to the finding of patterns in writzen discourses




-4 -

Here these procedures are tentatively utilised to clarify how
discourse is organized in the corpus. In the practical application, the
role of a cohesive tie in providing texture to the discourse is estimaged
mainly through its significance in communicating the functional

relation holding between the sentences of the discourse. hus the
grammatical facts of chesion as displayed by Halliday and Hassan are
made inextricably bound up with the clause relations as presented

by Winter and Hoey.

4  Patrerns typically built up in Enghish discourse

4.1 The Epitome - Dexail pattern

The corpus under analysis teveals a f:eqyenl pattern of organization
where a text begins with a summary semence (the Epitome
member) incorporating ONe of more clauses fotlowed by details
(forming the Detail member) in the rest of the text. It can be
established, as will be seen, by projecting the discourse into
dialogue using the (test) request 'Tell me the details of x ' (x
being the outline in the Epitome mémber).

Four sextst®) (out of ten) are representative of this pattesn.
Exemplification 1n the following analysis is mainly given from
ET1.

Note
Here , as in all the texts we will be analysing throughout the
paper , sentences are numbered for ease of reference. Cl clause,

Q question .



Analysis of ET1: "Nobel prize is almost swept under carpet”
A The Epitome membesr {Sentence 1) :
}(a) Donald O. Cram thought (b) it was a practical joke (e}
when a telephone caller from Stockholm woke him up yesterday
with word (d) that he had won the Nobel chemistry prize, (e)
a tough thing to do (f) when you make a living cleaning carpets.
This compiex sentence semantically functioning as epitome in relation
to the rest of the discourse (sentences 2-7, see p. ) can be snalysed
as :
Situation {i.e. context ) : cd
Problem (i.e. aspect of situation requiring response ) : d
Response ( to problem ) :a , b
Evaluation ( of Response ) : e

Basis for Evaluation i f

These relations could be established and justified as follows

Sitwation
Clause C gives context { i.e. Verbal action indicaring , inter alia,
placé and time ) to the- discoyrse. One explicit clue o its function
is the situational use of the subordinetor * when ‘. Converting the
discourse into dialogue form , another clue can be aitested thus:

Cl a,b : Danald O. Cram thoughy it ( i.e the news)was a

practical joke.
Q : In what situation ?
Clc : (When) a telephone caller from Stockhoim woke him
up yesterday with word that ...

As can be seen ,{in what situation ' may be associated with clause

C..Thus its function can be labeiled Siruation




Problem

It will be seen that Cl e refers anaphorically to Cl d and characeerises
it retrospectively as‘a tough thing '. ' Tough ' is a negative assessment
which signals Cl! d as evaluation of Situation as had , i.e. Problem.
‘Thing’.' is a lexical item which,again, marks Ci d as the part of
situation Tequiring response , iLe. Problem. This analysis is supported
by cataphoric ‘it’ in CI' b which anticipates ' thing * as * a practical
joke!, i.e. a problematic situation. This net of clause relations can

be diagramatically shown as follows:

Cib Cid Cle
it . .
was a practical Cataphoric |that he had won} Anaphoric a tough thing
et e S - S
joke reference the Nobel prize | reference 1o do

Response
The initial stretch {Dona!d O. Cram thought it was a practical joke’
can be given the label Response on the imsis thar it stands in a
cause-consequence relation with Cl d and may foliow it :

When a telephone caller from Stockholm woke

Donaid O. Cram up ye;tesday with word that he had won the

Nobel chemistry prize, he thought it was a practical joke.-
Moreover the iwo discourses are connectable by the paraphrasing

conjunct ' therefore ' which coanveys the meaning of Response :

A telephene caller from Stockholm woke (Donald ©. Cram )
up yesterday with word that he had won the Nobel chemistry

prize, thetefore he thought it was a practical joke.



Another feature which helps signal this stretch as Response is
thar iz answers the test question :' What response has he made i
thus ;

- A telepbone caller from Stockholm woke (Donaid O. Cram)

up yesterday with wosd that he had won the Nobel chemistry

prize .

Q : What response has he made ?

~ He thought it was a practical joke,

Evaluation
As clause e 'a tough thing 10 do ' expresses a3 statement of opinrion,
its fumction will tentatively be described as Evaluation. The criteria
on which this analysis is based are as follows :
(1) The clause answers the test question : ‘what is your eveluation
of this ? ' : .
-Donald 0. Cram ...won the MNobel chemistiy piize
Q : What is your evalvation of this?
~ A tough thing to do ...
(2) The evaluative item ' wough' is expressive of assessment.
(3} 1t is possible to substiture the problem element d for.'thing's
member of the evaluntion element as in the following paraphrase :
-it is tough to do {i.e. win) the Nobel chemistiy prize when you
make & living cleaning carpets.
No other element in the text may be substituted for * thing'.
This reinforces the analysis of ' thing ' as belonging with d as a
single element of the discouise organization,

Basis for Evaluation
Clause f, *when you make a living cleaning carpets’ , is regarded as
Basis for the Evaluation in Cl e for the following reasons
(1) it answers the question :'What makes you say that?':

—~A tough thing to do ...
Q: What makes you say that 7

— {Donatd O. Cram ) maukes 2 tiving cleaning carpets.

-1



(2} Noteworthy is the change in clauses e and [ into the factual
Indicative form of the verb. The change indicates that the facts
described in the epitomeythough expressed through past predicators,
now have consequences for the present. This is reinforced by
the change of agent from 'Donald O. Cram’ ipto'yml', i.e. any
person :

It is tough to do the Nobel prize when you make a living
cleaning carpets.

{3) The validity of this point could be attested if we substitute cond.
itional 'if *lor temporal ' when and premute clauses e amd { thus:
“if you maeke a living cleaning carpets {it is ) a tough thing to
do the Nobel prize ! In this real condition the two clauses are
truth-neutral {cf.Leech , 1971, 110). Being truth-neutral is a charac-

teristic  of Basis (cf.Hoe, 1983,79).

B. The Detail member
Details in the Detail member {sentences 2-7) are given in respect
of Situation , Problem and Response. It is noteworthy that the
main cohesive feature which interrelates the two members of
the diacourse is Reptiton {(a term here used to subsume simple
and complex repetition, substitution, ellipsis and paraphrase).
Much of the informarion is now repeated but in the [orm of &
first hand conversation over the teiephorée as experienced by
Donald O. Cram himself. This repetition, as will be seen subsequ ..

ently, is functional as it forms a framework for the interpretation
of the new material.

Sentences 27

{2)In a very thick accent,he said: "It's my pleasute L0 announce
that you have won the Nobel prize.' (3}And | went along with
it and said: 'Iln what field?'{4) And he said:'in chemistry, said
Cram.(5) 1 thought it was a practical joke so 1| said: *That's
great, and hung up.'(6) But then the Royal Swedish : Academy of
Science called back and explained what the prize was for.(7)Cram,
owner of a carpet servicing business, realised he must mean
Professor Donald J.Cram of the University of California,



Analysis and justification
A rel.atian‘ of Matching compatibility {where the parts are marched lor
similarity) holds berween sentence 1 (the Epitome )} and sentences 2-5
{of the Detil). The lexicel clue to this relation is systematic pastiat

Repetition. The matching sentences are set out in the foliowing
Table:

Situation Prohlem Response
-3 U a telephone caller from d that he had won b Cram thought it
g ’, T I~ ———————r—————
;'é stockholm m}ke' him up the Nobel chem. was a_practical
yesterday with word istry Etize\ mke‘
’)‘ LY T~ e
‘32 In a very thick accent 2b 'it's my piéusure (SN thought it was
- v e
a be-gaid : to announce that  was a practical

you have won the joke so 1 said
Nobei prize. (3} "Thai's great,’
And 1 went along and hung up”

with it and said 'In
whar @ ' {4)
And he” said:*In

EiiEm:st Tyt

repetition repetition repeution

The types of connection between the two compatible pans of the
discourse are :

Simple Repetition ;
Straightforward repetition is obvious as whole clauses (in Problem

and Response) are repeated with no more alteration than is explicable

by reference to grammatical pacadigms (‘he had won', ‘you have

won', eic.)
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Substitution
Perscnal pronouns in the Detail are used anaphorically to reler to
subject noun phrases in sentence 1,e.g.
'a telephone caller ' lce he' 2a
‘Donald O.Cram '  la< he' 1d |
«'you' 2b (adiressee)
'Y 3,5 (speaker )
Paraphrase

As ‘chemistsy' may be paraphcased to include 'lield® in (a field of

science) ,' field ' (sentence 3) may be taken as a paraphrase ol
{chemistry’ (sentence 4).

Other points of analysis ;

This repetition is not superfluous as it funcuiens w

{i)  enliven the discourse by providing the reades with first hand
kpowledge ;

(ii) sharpen the mockery of the coincidence (in the eventual
réaiization that it was not Cram the carpet cleaner but Cram
the professor that won the Nobel prize) »

(iii) provide a frame for the interpretation of the new material in
sentence 7.

The moment of illunination in (7) is presented against a background

of joking uncertainty on the part of the carpet servicing man.

The final effect of sentence 7 is recognised hnd i1s importance

to the context is assessed through the Derail member of the
discourse.

4.2 The Evidence - justification Pattern
Three discourses of the corpus point to another pattern which
is used to organize texts in Eaghish. Each of them begins with a
sitwation or claim that is immediatety followed by its evidence
in the form of a representative case , sign or symbol. The evidence
is argued and the claim /si[uation justified in the rest of the
discourse.

The Evidence — Justification pattern occars whenever a text
can be projected into dianlogue in such a way as ro include the
tnterpreier's request : Give an evidence to prove the claimed
situationf your claim. The following table shows how the aloremen.

tioned texts satisfy this requirement;
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Situation /claim

Evidence

ETS The new spirit of enterprise
in Britain.

ET6 Stars are not raade by woices
alone.

ET? The recent fascination with

demestic interiors (in Enghand).

Companies keeping up
production during the sum-
mer instead of shutting down

The casé of paul johnson.

The intense media interest
generated this week by the
contents of Wiltshire house.

Iin the following analysis exemplification is mainly given from ETS.

ET5—(A seif-contained passage from a larger asticle)

Real test ahead over booming orders
{1)a There can be no better symbol of (b) the
new spirit of entetprise in Britain than (c' evidence

of companies  keeping wp production during
the summer, instead of shwting down and gjlowing
workers 1o depart en masse for the Costa del Sol.

(2} a Normaily, say governmemt statisticians,
output fsdls by as much as 14 p-c. during july and
August (b) but this year it fell less as companies
respsided to the challenge presented by booming
order books. {3) As a result, manufacturing output in
the three months to August was 6p.c. higher than a
year earlier.

4} The real test of industry's ability 10 meet
booming demand without bumping up against productien
cellmgs has yet to come.{s) a It is ome thing 0
boost output during the normally slack summer monthsh
. quite another to achieve the same increase when

factories are back to normal.




S

The above discourse can be analysed as :
Situation : 1b
Evidence : le
Justification : 2 and 3
Evaluation of Evidence : 4

Basis for Evaluation : 5

A. Analysis of Situation
It is plausible to establish the NP ' the new spirit of

enterprise in DBritain * { 1b ) as sitsarion for it

answers the question : '‘What is there (j g, the Situation)
in Britain at the mgment ?' :

Q : What. is there in Brirain at the moment ?

1b: {There is) the new spirit of enterprise .

it should be noted that 1b derives its sequential
meaning not from its immediate proximity to preceding

{1a) or following {lc), 'There can be no better symbol...
than evidence of companies ...', but from its function as
situation in the overall pattern of the discourze. Thus ,
while (la) and {l¢) are connected by ‘better than °,
they are connectable tol{b)by explicit connectors of the
1ype :

Q : whar is the symbol evidence of ?

Q : what is the evidence significant of ?
Only ib - and not any other element in the discourse -
can answer these guestions as the symbel and evidence
are signals of .the functions of ‘the new spirit of enter.
prise in Britain'. Sentence 1 can therefore be represented
diagramatically as in the following Figure :

1a  [There can be no better symbal

1b |of the new spirit of enterprise in Britain

le | than ovidence of companies keeping up production ..

B Analysis of Evidence
The use of the comparative phrase ‘better symbol ...than’
in la anticipates lc as Evidence and serves as a preview
to the details in lc. The Detdil member in tc is introduced

by the lexical item ‘evidence ' which explicitly signals
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the function of whar follows {'companies keeping up production
during summer , instead of

shutting down...') as Evidence of
the situation in 1b.

C  Amlysis of Justification
The linguistic function of sentences 2 and- 3 can be established
as Justification for the following reasons
(i) They answer the typical test question : 'Can you justify your
claim ? * :
Q .

23 :

{ii)

(i)

: Can you justify the claim that 'keeping up production during
the summer , intead of shutting down ... ' is a symbol of the
new spirit of enterprise in Bricain ?
'Normally , say government statisticians , outpur lalls ...
during july and August but this year it feli less as companies
teiponded to the challenge presented by booming order books.
As a result , manufacturing output : in the three manths o
August was 6 p.c. higher than a year earlier.'
The requited justification is also produced by the pejorative-me —
liorative contrast between 2a and 2 b. The attitudinel item‘nor-
mally’ in 2a signifies the expected 'usual ® which is pejorative
or negative as signalled by ‘fails' in 'output falls.' The conjunct
'but 'in 2b indicates the change to the positive or meliorative
signalled by the lexical expression 'fell less®. Thus Justification
is realized by way of Evaluation. ' E
The Cause-Consequence relationahip . shat . holds..batween the two
senteaces supports Justification as the linguistic function of
the two sentences as shown by the following Figure :

2b  This year{outpur) fell 'le;s_;s companies responded to the
challenge presented by bootiing order books
Cabse
Consequence

i

3 As a result, manufacturing &nput in the

three. months to August was 6p.c. higher than
a year earlier.

As can be seen, this telation 1s trigpered off by the signathng

vocabulary item 'as a result'in 3,i.e. the Consequence member.
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D Evaluation of Evidence and Basis

Sentence 4 is Evaluation of the Evidence contained in lc. The
lexical realization which supports this claim is the
use of the evaluative items ‘rest' ‘and 'ability'.

Sentence 5 provides the Basis for sentence 4 's Evaluation as it
answers the question ' What makes you say that?' and contains

some of the special vocabulary of Basis , namely 'normal,'achieve’
and 'boost*.

Other points of analysis

The two parts of sentence 5 are matched lexically for contrast,
grammatically for similarity. The matching Contrast is signalied
by the lexical contrastive group 'lt is one 1hing to ..guite
another to.... As-a test of this relationship the contrastive
conjunct*however'can be inserted between the two parts of the
sentence (with some adjustment) as follows :

1 is one thing 1o boost output during the normally siack summer
months,however (it is) quite another (thing) to achiev;e the
same increase when factories are back to normal.*

The Matching compatibility is conveyed by syntactic repetition
(i.e. by the retention of the same grammatical shape for each
half) as represented in the following Table :

5a it is one thing to boost output during the normally slack
summer months
5b (1t is)quite to achieve the when factories are
another {thing) same increase back 10 normal
Constants: 1t V be MN Vinf N Adv P/CL

( ) mark ellipsis , M modifier , N noun ,

Vinf the infinitive , p phrase , Vbe Be , ] clause)

i
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The Query - Evidence Patrern

More often than not , the gengral public tend to take certain
things -as unquestionably valid. Hence writers often find it
necessary to question the authegticity .of what the public
take for granted to shake their confidence prior to establish-
ing a new point of view. Enghish Texts 8,9 and 10'(6) are
organized in such a way as o serve this goal. The reader
is helped by a discourse organistion that will tuke him
from .doubt into assurance via Evidence and confirmation.

The term Query is  used here to denote the member
in this pattern of organization whaose function is to question
the validity of an idea. It is usually created in the opening
sentence of the discourse , supported more often than not
by a quotation from ap authority (as in E.T.8), an account
of an experience (E.T.9)or the use of a rhetorical question
{E.T.10). The Query is immediateiy followed by Evidence
of the new truth in the form of e.g. an actual fact,an
incidgnt,or an example, as shown in the following Tabie
based on the above mentioned texts:

Query Evidence

Authority on the subject Actual happening

ET8%prol. Sir peter Medawar...once "The row over Britain's

wrote of space exploration :'like future in the European

Cathedrals,it is economically pointless, space Agency which came

a shocking waste of public money,

but like Cathedrals , it is also a number of dilemmas

symbol of aspirations towards facing the government and

higher things. " the scientific community.”

o a head this week...reflects
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Personal experience
ET9 "Only a few minutes into the

performance of the Hypochpndriac,
a transtation...of Moliere's le Mala-
de Imaginaire’..l found mysell wond-
ering whether the late Hans Keller

had included theatre directors in his

celebrated list of unnessary pro-

fessions,
Rherosical question

E‘l“lb"h:e politicians really rude to
one another?"

Fact

M"What causedme to

brood on this was the fact
thart while Nancy Meckler
who directed the play,had
chosen o maove its action
forward 10 the present day
...she had carelessly lorgot-

ten...to update the transla-

tion as wejl, *

incident
M1 'Mulroaey. . the’
Canadian prime Minister,has
complained of Mrs Thatcher's

impolitenessto him ...°

It is worth noting that this pattern is difierent from the
Generalisation -Example pattern described by Hoe(1983,3134). in
Hoe's pattern a generalisatian is established and exemplified while
in the present pattern a generalisation is,in fact,abolished through
doubt and replaced by a new standpeint. Thus ,e.z.,10 the 'implied

generalisation that space exploration

is a wonderful scientific

achievement there is the query : lIsn't it economicolly pointless,a
shocking waste of public money ? (see ET 8, Appendix ).

Further ,while the GCeneralisation-Example relation accurs

whenever a text can be projected into dialogue in such a way as

to include the reader's request ' give me an example or examples’,

a Query-Evidence relation occurs whenever a8 discourse can be
projected into dialogue using the request ‘Provide an evidence. of
the Juestionable point of view IQudty’: Evidence (followed by
confirmation) is a necessary member of the present relation.

Analysis of Discourse §

ET 8 is subsequently presented and analysed as an example

of the Query - Evidence pattern.
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A messige to science from outér space

1a Professor Sir peter Medawar , the preat scientist amd
bumanist who died earlier this month,once wrote of space
exploration :‘b like cathedrals, it is economically pointless,a
shocking waste of public money -(cibut like cathedrals it is
also a symbol of aspirations’ towards. higher things.” (2} -
His words apply not only 1o space , but o scieatific
research mote generally. (3)aThe row over Britain's future
in the European Space Agency (b} which came to s head
this week av the gloomy Astronautickl Fedgraiion Cungrass
ip Brighton , reflects a number of dilemmas lacing the
Government. and the sciemtific community.

42 How much effort should be devoied 10 fundamental -
researeh ,(b)and how much to more commercially promising
work?*)How much should be funded by industry . Vand
how much from the public purse?'®)How do. wo assess
priorities ?‘”Whal propiortion of our national effort should
be pursued intemnationatly , and especially in Eu:ope?‘B)Aﬂd
how should we distribute funds between our universities
and research establishments?

(9)!1\ fact,very little of the British National Space
Corporation's claim for a threefold intrease:in its funding
-from £116 million to £300 million - was destined for
4cathedral building "in Medawar's senseswlaomy a small
part was to go,for instance, to astronomy.

The above passage can be analysed as :
Query : 1
Evaluation of Query : 2
Basis for Evaluation : 3
Evidence : 3 _
(Inner pattern ,a Generalization - Example relation : 3-8)
Final confirmation : 9,10
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(A) The Query : Sentence 1
The Query member will usually contain a clue that it is part
of & relation with a subsequent Evidence - confirmation

members. As we have seen in the Tables p , this may be
realized in the from of a lexical sign (e.g.(l wonder 'Jreally?’,
an evaluative term {e.g. 'shocking ,'swrprising', ewc.)or , ssin
this discourse (sentence 1) ,a quotation that demands that
an fvidence must follow.

It is also noteworchy that the two clauses of the
quotationin stretch in sentence late matched for contrast.
The Matching relation is signalled by the contrastive conjunct
‘but', syatactic paralfelism , repetition and repiscement.
The existence of the Matching relation could be demonstrated
by the foliowing Table :

ib like cathedrals it is economically pointiess, a
Syntactic

shocking waste of public money
repetici

l l towards higher things
coatrast repetition replacement

1¢ but like cathedrats it is also & symbol of aspirations

i
b
!

Other points of onolysis.

As can be seen , the quotation is a scienfist's rasponse 10 ‘Space
exploration’, signalled in (1b) as & Problem through negative lexical
items (namely,’pointiess *, shocking’, and ‘waste') that are indicative
af a problem. 'Space exploration ‘is like rcathedral building 'in
its comtrastive aspects: as a waste of public money and as a
symbol of aspirations towards higher things.

"Hut 'in {1c) denotes the contrastive aspects of cathodrals |
thus of space exploration'- Lexical repetirion highlights the new
information coptained in clause c, Syntactic repetition (i.e. retentivn
of the same grammatical shape for each clause {cf. 4.2 ,D J}
functions to connect the iwo clauses in such _a way as to seveal
similarities and differences.
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Evaluation accompanied by Basis: 2,3

Evaluation here takes the from of Evaluation accompanied by
Basis for Evaluation , with sentence 3 providing the Basis for
sentence 2's Evaiuation .

To establish sentence 2 as Evafuation bne of the questions
that seeks to elicic an opinion could be asked :
Q : What is the writer's evaluation of prof. Melawar's response ?
52 :*[He says thar the prol.'s] words apply not only to space ,
but to scientific research mose generaliy.”

Sentence 3 is regarded as Basis for the Evaluation in seMence
2 on the grounds thar :
{i) it answers the test question : ‘What makes you say thar ?'
as in the:foliowing. dialogue :
$2 : "His words apply ...to scientific resesrch more generally"
Q : What makes you say that ?
S3 : “The sow over Britain's future in the Eusopean Space
Agency ..."; '
(ii) it uses in its main clause (i.e. 'the row reflects a number
of dilemmas ..'} a typical Basis predicator (the simple
i present) that indicates that the facts described, ' though
taking place in the past , are relevant 1o the present. As
Leech (1971,1) has expluined , the simple present employing
a state verb (e.g. , ‘reflects’)places no limitation on the
extension of the stare into past and future time in its unrestric-

tive  use,

C Ewvidence : 3
Evidence as another discourse functional relation holding between
sentence 3 and the opening sentence can be established on the
foliowing grounds :
(i) The lexical items 'row ‘and 'dilemmas'(3a) and ‘gloomy’
{3b) create a negative situvation , i.e Probiem , anucipwied
in the opening sentence by the lexical signals ‘economically

pointless 'and ‘'shocking waste'.




(i) The Problem in semtence 3 provides the Evidence needed
to support the Query's viewpoint abour space exploraton’.
Hence sentence 3 can be elicited by the test request
‘provide an evidence to Support your query %
S1 : "Space expioration...economically pointless & shocking
waste of public money ".
Q : Provide an evidence to support your quesy |
53: “(The evidence is) the row over Britain's future in
the European space Agency , which came to a head
this week at the gloomy Astronautical Federation
Congress in Brighton ...".
The inner pattem
D Generalisation-Example relation : Sentences 3-8

Several factors lead to the analysis of sentences 3-8 as organised

by a Ceneralisation-Example relation forming . pattern within the
general Query-Evidence pattetn,

First, there is the signalling phrase in sentence 3,'a number
of dilemmas,' which demands Example 1o follow. Secondly , senience
3 and the subsequent parggraph can be converted into dialogue

using the reader's request 'Giye me an example or examples' thus:
Gen.53:'The row over Briyain's future ... 1eflects a
number of dilemmas taciag the government

and the scientific community."
Q : Give me some examples. )
Exx 4-8::"(For example, there is the dilemma of
deciding) how much effort should be devoted to tundamentaj
research , and how much to mere commercially promising

work..."(to the ead of SB).(Pmaphmse between bmt:kéts
added )
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Another test of this relation is the ability to insect between
‘83 and S4 the conjunct ‘for example' or ' for instance' as can
be seen in the above paraphrase.

it is noteworthy thai clauses 4a and 4b, Sc and 5d of the
Example member can be shown to be in a Matching compatiiality
reiation through repetition,etlipsis , repmcem-enl and grammatical
and lexical parallelism as demonsvrated by the following Table:

Grammatical paralielism
2 b 4
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The interlocking of the Generalization-Example relation and

Matching compatibility coutd be rtepresented by the following

diagram :
Genamlu.anon
Example 1 / \
P matching __ Example 2
compatibility 7

E Final confirmation9 and 10

Sentences 9 and 10 are signalled as confirmation of sentence
1 (the Query member) as they provide a positive response
on the part of the BNSC to reduce ‘Cathedral building ‘in
Medawar's sense of wasting public money. This function
can be established by asking the test question:“What response
has been made to avoid‘carhedral building ‘in Medawar's
sensdMus follows:

-Quety s1:"Space exploration {is) like carhedral building ,
it is economically pointless, a shocking
waste of public money."

Q: What response has been made 10 avoid

'cathedral building 'in thet sense?

59,10 1 "In fact,very .Jittle of the BNSC's
claim for a threefold increase in its
funding ...was destined for ‘'cathedral
building ‘in Medawar's sense. Only a
small part was 10 go Jfor instance
to astronomy .“

Subordination can be employed (o rteveal the
semantic cohesion between the opening sentence and final
confirmation in 9 and 10. In the following puraphrase the
three sentences (1,9,10} are brought together by subordinating
clayses 1b and 9 to the main clause in 10 :
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“{By) destining very  little of the ANSC's funding to
‘cathedral building’ (which) is economically pointiess,
& shocking waste of public money,only u small pare
{of its claim for a threelold increase) .was 'to go ,
for instance , (o astronomy. s«

Notes

{1} Asabic discourse is similarly investigated in 'Arabic discourse
can be equally scientific’ * an experiment in discourse
analysis' 'which appeared in this volume.

(2) For our purpose, any stretch of written {or spokén ) language
(targer than a sentence ) that is felt to be complete in
itself is discourse. (see crystal, 1985 , 96 ).

{3} By ‘discourse organization 'we mean the total set of relations
that exist within a discourse. !

{4) Text 1 : "Nobel piize is almost swept under carpei,” by
John pine of Reuters .

Text 2 :"Underwear back underground, "by Anthony Hopkins .
Text 3 : “Ingpiration and hope in Hungry,"by Minette Marrin
Text 4 : "Test for food irradiation not available."f't;y Godfrey
Beown
{5) Text 5 : "Real test ahead over booming orders,"City Comment .
Text 6 : "King of the blues by Bruce Dessau .
Text 7 : “Sotheby's defectors go for the lot,"by Hugo Daveaporr.
(6) Text 8 : "A message 10 science from outerspace, *by George
Walden,MP.

Text 9 : “A drama on the sick-bed,"by Charles Oshotne.
Text 10 : "The art of saying it with glowers,* by Jukian Critchiey,MP.
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