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EDITORIAL

At its meeting in Helsinki in June, the International
Systemic Congress Committee appointed us new co-editors of
NETWORK. The last issue that you will have received was No., 10
(June 1986). “We propose that Nos. 11/12 {this double issue) and
Nos. 13/14 (Spring 1990), both of which you will receive at no
cost, count for 1987/88 and 1989 respectively. We propose
further to reset the clock in the summer of the 1990, and will be
soliciting subscriptions at ISC17 in Stirling. NETIWORK will
continue to comé out twice a year.

The editorial policy has neot changed since first articulated
by Robin Pawcett in the first issue in 1981: ‘The aim is to
provide a fairly informal forum for a number of different types
of people with interests in systemic linguistics. We hope it
will enable us to keep in touch, both with each other and with
current activities that are relevant to systemic linguistics.

The work that. we report will be both theoretical and applied, and
we shall interpret ‘relevant to systemic linguistics’ in a broad

sense, so as to include work in the broad Firthian tradition that
is not explicitly systemic and work done in other frameworks that
shows some type of parallel to gystemic work’. We are pleased to
continue in this tradition and publicly to express our thanks to

Robin Fawcett for establishing NETWORK on such a firm foundation.

We need your input, so please don’t put off filling-dut the
NETWORK NEVWS form and putting it in the mail. The deadline for . y
NETWORK Nos. 13/14 1s February 1, 1990.

Peter H. Fries James D. Benson

Box 310 Glendon College

Mt. Pleasant, MI 48804 2275 Bayview Avenue

usa : Toronto, Ontario M4N 3M6
CANADA

Electronic

Mail Electronic

Address: Mail
Address:

34312t w@CMUVM,BITNET :
GL250012@YUVENUS.BITNET

- NETWORK has 250 suhscfibers from 31 countries l




POOONNRNNNINNNNNNNNNNNINNNNS

FUTURE MEETINGS: 9th AWur‘td Congress of Applied Linguisticg ~~ Al _
15-21 April, 1990, Thessatnniki, Greece. invited Speaker; M, A.K, HallidayX

All correspondencae: Prof, Stathis
Thessaloniki-—Halkidiki"' ARISTOTLE uNnive
Thessalnniki, GREECE, USE AIR MAIL ONLY,

Efstathiadis, «ajLa 1990 %
RSTIY, P.0. Box 52, Gr-540 06,

2th International Institute far Semiotic and Structural
Univer‘sit.y of Taronto. Contact: Paul Perron,
toria Collegae, University of Toronto, 73 Queaens’s Park

Cr. Toronto, Canada, M55 1K7,

The Fourth lntér-nat.iunal Cun?‘erence on Functional Grammar, 25-29

dune, (See natice in this NETWORK) (belowy)

angress, 4-7 July, 1990, Stirling,
Scotland,. Contact: Martin Davias, English Studias, The University of
Stirting, Stirling, FKe LA, Scatland, Great Britain

International Pragmatics Cunference, 9-13 July 1989, Barceluna, Spain.

(see notice in this NETWORK)

LACUS (Linguistics Associ
August 7-41, i

V. B, Makkai,

¥ at Fullerton, Contact;
Iltinais, 60044 UsSa,

COLING, 20-25 August, L9940, The thirteenth internatianal conference
of computational lingui-_st.ics, Universit.y of Helinki, Helsinki, Finland,

Please notify thea editars gf NETWORK aof any meetings which may

he of intergst 4o aur r.eaders.._Th._an_k_ you,

-

C.CALL FOR PAPERS, The Fourth

' International Conference N Functional
Grammar wily be hetd at the U. of
Copenhagen, June 25-29, 1999, '

The conference g the: 4th jp the
series that hag been helyg biannuetlly
since 1984, providing_an Intqrnajtonal
forum fop discussion of ling. topics in

.telation to the framework developed

{attention g ta Dik’g
forthcoming publicatfon: Dik:s The
Iﬁmﬂ.iﬂﬂ—cswimm_ag-
Amsterdam; Forisy, ’ - B

The conference arganizers hope to
continua the Practice of earlier
Conferences of having contributions,
eritical ofp 9therwige, from Fresearcherg
working in other frameunrks; They algo
welcome Fepresentativaes from other
functionat approaches
Will enable the conferen

 ferum not oaly for Functionat Grammar as

Such, but 3134 for the discussion of
Functional - Grammar ag Part of a wider
functionally orrbhted'ifng,

If you intend to Participate A the
¢onference and would (e to receive
further circulars, please Write before
September 4, 19g¢, '

Presentation is
Festricted to 3q minutes, followed by 15§
minutes discussjon: Al Cofrespondance
concerning the conference should be-sent
to the follouing address: Functionay
Grammar COmmittee, Dept, ot English, u,
of. COpenhagen, Hialsgage 48, DK-ZSOO,
Copenhagan S, Denmark, '

Sysiemic Meet+'ng s

1990 (Guy 4% ~7)
ILsc:13 nkyo |
149 ¢ (Quiu Z4-Quq §)

x5c: 19 Qusirelia
92 -

'f.l

b
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DUE FEBRUARY 1, 1990 DUE FEBRUARY 1, 1990

Network News:

Yaur namet your phonet

~ your address: : ' yaur e-mail address:

Pleasa return to: James D. Banson, Department of English, Glendon College, York University,
227% Bayview Ave, Toronta, M4AN 3Mé, Ontario, Canada.

Yaour recent publications and upcoming puﬁlicat.ions:

Your current research projects:
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Persanal news {(travel plans, leaves of absence, sabbaticats, lectures, conven tions, atq,)

Other news, questions,

comments (including offers to write reviews and/or articles):

T L




%
repeat them,

3

The sequence in each entry iss

Nunber

i1

4,2

4. 3

4 4

4, 5

4 b

4.7

48

Previous Lists:

vies, English Studies, The University of
Stirling, FK9 4LA, Scotland, United Kingdom

{a. send any of your articles not already listed in
Systemlc Archive to Martin Davies as soon as possible.

Systesic frchive at Stirling
List 4. Nework 11, Autusn, 1968

List 1z Network 7, March, 1985
List 2: Network 10, June, 1985
List 3: Availzbie at ISC I§, E. Lansing; '

Since the descr:ptor categories and other prelinnary eaterial were reprinted in List 3 earher in this issue, I do not’

futhor

J Anderson
{Nadonna College)

P fuer
{Kongtanz)

P Buer
5 thrann
{Konstanz)

Y Aziz
{Mosu})

J Bateman
C Hatthiessen

(181, §. California)

3 D Benson
¥ S Greaves
{Toronto}

{ Butler
{Hettinghaa)

d C Catford
{U, of Hjchigan}

fitley  [nusber of shéetsJ; {place of interim or Hha!_ publication, in which case the
interia ‘publication’ may have been nral}; {daté copy received for Archivel;
descriptor categories, (if supplied), . '

“Deafness and the Social Heaning"of Language” {1713 {ISC 15, E. Lansing, 1988 paper, thug. 1988}

"Rhytheic integration in phone closings” [14); ("Kontextualisierung durch Rhythaus. und Intanation®

Project Working Paper No. 2, April 19831, 124.0.89)

*Silben- und akzentzahiende Sprachent Literaturfiberblick und Diskussion® 22y ,!'Kontéxtuatisieruhg 4

durch Rhiythe urd Intonation* Project Morking Paper No. 4, fugust 198003 (240,80

*Thene-Rheme Organizaticn and Paragraph Structure in Written Arabic Texts", dated May 1987 £71; ipaper

given at {4th ISN, Sydney, fugust 1987); (20.8.87)

*Using a functional grasmar as a tool for developing planning algorithns - an illustraticn draw froa

nosinai group planning' {813 (Penman Project Paper, dated 1,880 (5.10.89) £, 2, 9, 14, 15]

“A coaparicon of process types in Poe and Melville® [43; (Ress Steele, T. Threadgold leds.): Lanquage Topics:
Essays in Honour of Michael Halliday, John Benjaning, Awsterdaw/Philadelphia, 1987; fhug. 1988)

*Bystenic Hodels: unity, diversity and change* [83; {150 15, E. Lansing, 1998: handoutdy {hug. 1988)
T

"Dutline of Systesic Phonology" [53; (ISC 15, E. Lansing, 1989: handout); (fug. 1969)




T T

H Choasky
HAK Halliday

"Mark these Linguists®, anewers to questions about language put to thew by *The English Magazine*,
Yo, 7, 1981, [4)

[ Hyras {whase cosbined provemance defies description)

E Couper-Kuhles
{Konstanz)

E Couper-Kuhlen
P fuer
{Kenstanz}

R Coature
{Hayne Statel

H Lunmirgs
{Toronto)

K Cunnings
{Toronto}

N Cunmings
{Toronta)

N Davies'
{Stirting)-

K Davies.
(Stirting}

A di Luzie
tKonstanz}

§ Eggins .
J R Bartin,
P Higrell (Sydney}

R P Fancett
{Hales)

4.2 Bill Francis
{Singapore}

422 P H fries
{Central Michigan)

L. P H Fries
{Central Michigan)

"On the prosedic marking of discourse relations® (213 {18% i3, E. Lansing, 1983: handout)y (Aug., 1980

"Cn the contextuatizing function of speech rhyths in conversation: Ouestion-answer sequences® (1113
{*fontextualisierung durch Rhythaus und Intonation® Project Working Paper No. | January HBE),
24.0.88)

*Functional Approaches to Analyzing Professional Mriting® [111; (16C 15, £, Lansing, 1980: handnut)'
{hug. 1988

"Backward and forward Ehaining in a Prolog Simlation of Linguistic Models® [43; fto appear in Lawrence !
Wclrank {ed.)y Data Bases in the Humanities and Social Sciences, Paradigm Press, 1987); {19.9.80)

*“Simylating Linguistic Networks with List Processing® {83y (to appeer in Alain Baudot ted.): MElange 3 la
Hevoire de John Briickaann, Toronto: Editions du Gref, 1987); {19.9.89)

“Syspro: A Corputerized Method for Mriting Systea Networks and Deriving Belection Expressions” [43; tto ppear
in R Steele and T Threadgoldieds.): Language Topics: Essays in Honour of mchael Halliday, John
Benjamns, fnsterdan/Philadelphia, 1987} (19,9.88)

frchive List 3 (43; (IGC 15, sale items E. Lansing, fugust 1988); (8.83}
*Infornation Structure in Speaking and Reading" [43; (ISC 15 €. Lansing; 1988: handoib); {fug. 1988)

“In sme segnental processes and their prosodic conditioning in standard Italian and in an Abruzzian dialect®
t183; {"kontextualisierung durch Rhythtus und Intonation® Project Horking Paper Mo, 3, July 1789);
(24. 10,88

Horkinn Papers in Linquistics, Mo, 5, Hriting Project Report, Sydney 1987, {7535 (3.10.69)

*Re-Expression Tests for Partu:xpant Roles in Enqllsh' [53; {18 15, E. Lansmg, 1988: handout); {fug.
1580}

. ,'Thenatu: Selection and distribution in three written discourse genres® EBly (IGC 15, E. Lansing,
1988)3 irevised and full version of paper, received 24.9.1980)

"The Deakin University Press Language Education Series” {Review) [2]; (MORB, 38, 3, Dei. 1987,
ap.216-2200; 12,9, 1988

"Lerico-grammatical patterns and the interpretation of tests®, dated 3.9.88 [B); (26.9.1988}




~ NAKBMliday
" {Sydney)

7 . UG Hartnett

48 EHowy
{181, S. California)

.5 E Hovy

{181, 8. Californial
L3 Etowy

t151, 5. Californial
83 E Howy

{181, §. California)

432 E Hovy
{181, 8. Lalitornia)

433 E How
{181, §. California)

4.3 € Hovy
{151, 5. Californial

L5 Eloy
(11, 8 California)

L3 E Howy
{181, S. Caltfornia)
L3 I5C 15, 1989

.3 R T Kasper
{181, 8, Californial

*Patterns of inforeation in initial position in English® {91y (to appear in P ¥ Fries & H Gregory feds )

- fistourse in Sotietys Functicnal Perspectives, Norwood, NJ: Ablexd; 126.9.88)

"Towards a copponential approdch to teat® [83; (paper given at International Congress of Appiiad Linguistics,
August 17, 1987, Sydney, Bustralialy {26.9.88)

"Towards & discussion of the flow of information in 2 witten text, dated 5.5.89 (141; {fdapted fron
3 paper submitted for inclusion in William C Hann and Sandra Thnmpsnn feds.}s Discourse Descriptions;

Diverse fnalyses of a Fund Raising Jext)y (25.9.88)
Beer Steiner 14.48), beluw.

*Clyes to Hode of Discourse”, "Unedited Reaqu Draft®, [16); 115C 15, E Lansmg, 19882 handout);

'--u:aueqe of the Kaintand, Texas) (Mug. 1988)

*fpproaches to the Planning of Coherent Text® [8); (presented at the 4th International Horkshep en
Text Generation, Catalina Island, CA, July 1993, Draft Copy, Pensan Project Paper, dated fugust,
198813 (5.10.88) [, 2, %, 14, 13]

“Generating Hatural Language Under Pragaatic Constraints™ [18]; ("Journal of Pragmatics®, i1 {1947, 689-71%
(5. 10,89} - 11, 2,9, 14,18

'lnterpretatioh_ in Generation® {81} freprinted froa Proceedings of the: 3ixth Natiomal Conference of the
frerican Association of Artificial Intelligence held July 13-17, 1987} Penman Project Paper, dated
fpril, 1987); (5.10.80) €, 2,9, 4,191

*PALINE fn Experirent in Interpersonal, Ideational and Textual Language Beneration by Computer® {1113
{Penman Project Paper, dated fugqust, 1988} {5.10.80) - i, 2, 9, 14, 18}

'Plannihg Coherent Multisentential Text" {71y {from Proceedings of the 25th Heeting of the ACL,
Buffalo, 1988, Penman Project Paper, dated April, 1988, (5.10.88) 1,2, 9, 14, 18]

"Pragratics and Matural Lanquage Generation® [251; {Penman Project Paper, dated Juiy, 1987} {5.10.88}
(1, 2, 9,14, 13

"Putting Affect into Test® [8)y {fron Proceedings of the Eighth Conference of the Cognitive Science Seciety,
1384, Penman Project Paper dated Decesber 1989); (5.10.83) t, 2,9, 1,18

*Tvo Types of Pianning in Language Generation® {8); lreprinted from Proceedings of the 26th Neeting of the
AL, Buffalo, §Y, 1968, Penman Project Paper, dated fprily 1988, {5.10.880  {i, 2, 9, 14, 18]

"What Nakes Language Formal?", tuller version of paper- in Proceedings of the Niath Conference of the
Cognitive Sciemce Society, 1967 (71} (Penetn Project Péper, dated Jan, 1988}y (5.10.89)
f1, 2,9, 14 151

"Set of Mbstracts® [331; (110.8.88)

"Aabiquity in Systesic Gramsars Esperience with a Comutational Parcer fur gnglish® [4); HSC 15, E, Lansmq,
1988: handout, {fug. 1988
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Hartin Davies, Englich Studies, Stirling, K.

Gonald M Lance,

{#isasouri -Colusbial
Kin Brian Lovejoy {Indiana at Indianapolis)

J L Leske
(Y

B § Lockuood
{Nichigan State)

C Matthiessen
{Sydney}

W Nebregor
{La Trobe!

B Kohan
{Yantouver)

8 Kohan
(Vancouver}

d Cleen
R Johnson -

1. of Michigan! -

P H Ragan:
{Singapore)

E Steiner
{Saariand)

§ A Thompson
(Ganta Barbara)

Yu~¥en Tung
£ Matthiessen

*A sodel for.the analysis of Cohesion and Information Managesent in Published Weiting in Three Disciplines”
[4% {isC 15, €. Lansing, 1588t handout, fug, 1988)

*Talking Scientes Seantics and Sorial Vatues” [2}) (IS€ 15, E. Lansing, 1988: haﬁdnutl; {fug, 1988}
"Cosprehensive Bibliography of Stratificational Linguistics® (2033 (1SC 15, E. Lansing, 1988: sale
itend; (Aug, 1988)

*Drganizing Texts Rhetorical Scheses and Generic Structure Potential® {Braft) [12h {5.10,80) |
*Formlating the Meaning of Closed Class Ttens® [19% tdiscussion paper for Seaantics Hnrkshup,
fustralian Linguistic Society Cmfaren:e, Fugust 19841y (fugust, 1984

Language and Content, Reading, Mass: Addism-ﬂeslev. 1986,

*h Situation-Based fpproach to Language feross the Durriculus® {33 (1S 15, E. Lansing, 1968
handout)y (Mg, 1989)

*Towards a Better Neasure of Readzbilityr Explanationof Anosalous Enp!ri:al Pertforaance Resuits® {1}
(IEC {5, E. Lansing; 1988: handout); [Aug. 4988)

*Functional Grasar and Coamunicative Language Teaching® (143 ipaper given to 4th 154, mney,
bugust 1987}; 18,67 :

*Select Bibliography of Systesic Linguistics?, based on bibliography tospiled by N A K Halliday, 1985
updated 1988 [71y (ISC 15, E. Lansing,.!988: sale iteady {fug, 1989}

Inforpation Flow and ‘Dative Shift’ in English Discourse® (3} IS0 15, £, Lansmq, 1988: handout,
{hug. 1988}

*Dn Parallelise and the Penmen Matural Language Beneration Systea® [22); fPenean Project Paper, dated
fpril 1988} (5.10.88% f1, 2, %, 14 181

N Sondheiser {151, 5. Californial

E Ventola
{Helsinki)

D Watt-
{Toronto)

W Wells

{Rirninghas Polytechnic)

fgnes Heiyun Yang

{Arizona)

*Probless of Hodelling and the Applied lseues within the Frasework of Benre® {23y {18C 15, E. Lansing,
1988 handoutly fug. $988)

*Investigating Information Theory Ewpirically® (4l {1 13, E. Lansing, 1789t-handout}y thug. 1988)
*Aecentual Svsteas_ for Focus in British English® {23; (150 15, £, Lansing, 19881 handout, (Mg, 198B)
*Cohesive Chains and Mriting Quality®, [32)y (iSC 15, E. Lansing, 1988 paper, revised version

received 20.9.80)

27th Oetober, 1988
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] ARCHIVES
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C/0 Martin Davies, English Studies, The University
of Stirling, Stirling, FK9 4LA, Scotland, U.K.

Systemic Archive at Stirling
List 5, Autumn, 1989

1. Previous Lists
List 1: Network 7, March, 1985
List 2: Network 10, June, 1986 \

- List 3: Available at ISC 15, E. Lansing; announced for
Network 11, intended for November, 1988, but never
published.

List 4: Submitted for Network 11

2. The descriptor categories available are as follows:

1. Semantics ' 11. General theory
2. Lexicogrammar: syntax 12. Comparison with other general
theories

3. Lexicogrammar: morphology 13. Applied linguisties

4, Lexicogrammar: lexis 14, Other applications of lingulstics

5. Phonology (language in education) 15. Text and discourse

6. English 16. Child language and language
development

7. Other languages

8. System networks

9. Realizations

10. Functional components

3. I do not undertake to categorize papers, and the bulk of the items on this
list have never been categorized, so the list is not as useful as it could

be. But if intending contributors classify their own, they will make the

list much more useful. If desired, the principal category may be underlined.

4.  Reminder. In the past, the question of copyright of items deposited in
the archive has been raised, some authors saying that their editors or
publishers should be contacted if their articles are to be published
elsevhere, which raises the question whether depositing an item in the
archive may - in some countries, at least - constitute publication. It may
do; but whether or no it does, since I cannot possibly write to all editors
and publishers on the matter, I can only accept items on the understanding
that authors have obtained any necessary permissions before depositing
their work. The copyright in all cases remains with the owners, whether
the author or anyone else. No liability is accepted by me oxr by my
department or by Stirling University for any unwitting misappropriation of
copyright.

5. The cost of duplicating is worked out according to the number of sheets a
paper requires. The costs of postage are worked out according to whether
the recipient is in the U.K., Europe or elsewhere, these categories

8




deriving from the different scales of the U.K. postage rates. Duplicating
costs have risen, so new rates (including both copying and postage charges)
are given in the boxes below. Cheques should be made to "The University of
Stirling", in sterling, please, so that the amounts are received net of
conversion charges. Pre-payment is essential: no money, no copy. Please
cite the List Number, as given before each item. )

No of pages - o
up tos 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Cost to U.K. #1.50 #1.50 $#1.50 #1.50 #1.50 #1.50 #1.50

Cost to Europe #1.50 #1.50 #1.50 #1.50 #1.75 $1.75 #1.75
Cost elsevheres : ‘ .
Zone A% | #1,50 | #1.75 | #1.75 #2.00 | 8%2,00 | #2.25 $2,25

Zone B¥ #1.50 | #1.75 #2.00 #2.00 $#2.25 #2.25 $#2.50

Zone C* $1.50 | #1.75 $2.00 #2.00 | #2.25 #2.50 #2,75

No of pages -

up tos 10 15 20 25 30

Cost to U.K. #1.50 #2.00 #2.50 #2.75 #2.25

Cost to Europe 42,00 | $2.50 | #3.00 | #3.25 | $4.00
Cost elsewhere: ‘

‘ Zone - A¥ #2.50 #3.00 #4.00 #$4.25 #5.25

Zone B #2.75 #3.25 #4.50 #4.75 #6.00

Zone : Cx $2.75 #3.50 #4.50 #5.00 #6.25

*Systemicists are to be found throughout Europe - EC and non-EC - and in
the following U.K. Postal Zones; rates for others will be quoted on
request:

_ A _ _B_ _C _ i
Egypt _ Canada - Australia :
Iraq China Japan
Israel Ghana New Zealand
Jordan _ Nigeria Papua New Guinea)
Ruwait Pakistan Solomon Islands
Oman Singapore
Sudan South Africa
Southern Africa . _ ;
uos- A-' ) i

If your articles are not listed in any of the Systemic Archivp
and you want them to be, send a copy of the article/s to
Martin Davies as soon as possible,




Cheques should be made out to "University of Stirling", and made payable in
pounds sterling as specified, so that amounts received are net of conversion
charges. .

6. The sequence in each entry is:

Author(sg)/Editor(s): title, [number of sheets]; (place of interim or final
publication, in which case the place of interim ‘publication’ may have been
~oral); (date copy received for Archive); [descriptor number, if any].

"n.d." = ‘no date’; "n.p." = 'no place’.
-0~-0-0-

Item
Number Details

[5.1] Archive Lists 1-4: [5]

[{5.2] Akindele, F, M Berry, C Butler, R Carter, T Gibsoh, H Hillier, D
‘Noel, R Riley (Eds.): Occasional Papers in Linguistics (2 vols),.
(Nottingham: 1987), Vol. 1, [68], Vol. 2, [68]; July, 1988;

[5.3] - Aurer, P: "Some Ways to Count Morae: Prokosch’s Law, Streitberg’s Law,
Pfalz’s law and other rhythmic regilarities", [17]; "Kontextualisierung
durch Rhythmus und Intonation" Project , Fachgruppwissenschaft
A;Egitspapier Nr 6, University of Constance, December, 1988; January,

1 ] ’

[5.4] Backlund, I: "To Sum Up. Initial Infinitives as Cues to the Reader",
{17); Paper given at ISC-16, Helsinki, July, 1989. [11], July, 1989;
- (August, 1989);

[5.5] Borgenstierna, M: "On ’Sequencing’ and ’‘Foregrounding’: Analysis of
early 0ld English Texts." . Paper given at ISC-16, Helsinki, July, 1989.
[11], July, 1989; ' : '

[5.6] Bregazzi, J: "Strategles of Linguistic Irony in the works of John
Vebster", [11]); paper given at ISC-16, Helsinki, July, 1989, (July, 1989);

[5.7] Christie, F: "Language and léarning. making explicit what’s involved",
[7]; paper given at the Thirteenth Conference of the Australian reading
Association, Sydney, July, 1967; (November, 1987);

[5.8] Cloran, C: "Negotiating new contexts in conversation" [13]; in
Akindele et al.

10




OB 000 0000000000

[5.9] R. Cockroft: "Rhetoric and Coherence" [6]; Mini-International
Systemic Congress, Nottingham, July 1989; (26.8.89);

[5.10] Couper-Kuhlen, E: "Contextualising Discourse: The Prosody of interactive
repair", [18]; Fachgruppe Sprachwissenschaft, Universitat Konstanz,
Arbeitspapier Nr. 9, June 1989, [27]; (July, 1989); :

[5.10} Couper-Kuhlen, E: "Speech rhythm at turn transitions: its functioning in
everyday conversation, Part I." Fachgruppe Sprachwissenschaft, Universitat
Konstanz, Arbeitspapier Nr. 5, March 1989, [27]1; (July, 1989);

(5.11] Danes, F: Review - Harro Stammerjohann ed., "Tema-Rema in Itialiano /
i Theme-Rheme in Italian / Thema-Rhema im Italienischen". Tubingen: Gunter
Narr, 1986. S

[5.12] H Drury: Handouts for paper given at ISC-16, Helsinki, June 1989 [6];
(June, 1989);

[5.13] J 0 Ellis: "The Definite Article in Translation Between English and
Twi" [4]; Ann. Univ, Abidjan, Serie H (Linguistique). Fascicule hors serie;
(September, 1989);

[5.14] J 0 Ellis: "The Grammatical Status of Initial Mutation" [5]; off-print
from Volume III of "LOCHLANN: A Review of Celtie Studies", 0Oslo, 1965,
Universitetsforlaget, ’based on [paper] read to the Second International
Congress of Celtic Studies, Cardiff, 1963"; (September, 1988);

[5.15] Jo Ellis: "Identification and Grammatical Structure in Akan and
Welsh" [3]; offprint, np., n.d., (Septembe: 1989); '

[5.16] J 0 Ellis: "Linguistics in a Multicultural Society", An Inaugural
Lecture delivered on 16th April, 1970 at the University of Ghana, Legon
[7]; (September, 1988);

[5.17] J 0 Ellis: "On Contextual Meaning" [6]; from "In Memory of J R
Firth", Bazell, Catford, Halliday, and Lyons (eds.), Longman 1966);
(September, 1988);

[5.18] J 0 Ellis: "Some Dimensions of Being in John, Chapter 1 (A 'Transfer’
Presentation of Descriptive Comparison)" [5]; "Journal of African
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[5.20] Enkvist, N E: "Anticipation and Disappointment: An Experiment in
Protocolled Reading of Auden’s Gare du Midi", to appear in Les Hickey
(ed.); Studies in Pragmastzlistics,_-T . [7]; (6th September, 1989);
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de Ia GAL et l'Ecole des Hautes Etudes conomiques, Zuriafgues et
socIEl%E de St.-Gall; St.-Gall, 21-22 mars I§§g, Numéro spécial du
Bullet

GILA, Organe de la Commission interuniversitaire suisse de
linguistique appliqué, 48, Neuchatel, octobre 1988, [11]; (September,
1989); o _ :

[5.26] Enkvist, N E: "inearization, Text Type and Parameter Weighting," from
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[5.29] Enkvist, N E: Repoxt; "XIV Internationale Linguistenkongress; Berlin;
1987"; from "der Ginkgo Baum: Germanistsches Jahrbueh fur Nordeuropa",
sechste Folge. [1]; (6th September,1989);

[5.30]_ Enkvist, N E: Review - "Theo d’Haen (Ed.): Linguistics and. the
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(Hrsg.): Bedeutungen und Ideen in Sprache und Texten." From Der
Ginkgo Baum: Germanistisches Jahrbuch fur Nordeuropa, Achte Folge.
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ginteonth international Systemic Congress
' University of Helsinki
Helsinki, Hanasaari, Finland
June 12-16, 1989

ry sections will be held in the Auditorium. A-sessions will be held in the Big.
hall. B-sessions ia the Smalltectuce.hall, C-sessions in § minasecooa | and D-

as in Seminar roomgk,

, June 12
Registration : y
Opening of the Congress '
Plenary Address: Frantisek Danes (Czechoslovakia)
»A Functional Conception of the System of Senteace
' Structures”. Chaic MAK. Halliday -
11:00-11:13 Break
11:15-12:30  Plenary Address: M. A. K, Halliday (Australia)
"Systemic Directions: the Dynamicsofa Functional
' Theary". Chair: Macgaret Berry
12:30-13:30  Luach :
13:30-14:45  Plenary Address: Rugaiys Hasan (Australia)
“The Representation of Meaning in the Systemic
Functional Model". Chaic: Barbara Couture

14:50-15:20 1. Parallel Session Papers
_ A. Jonathan Fine: “The Dynamic Constru ction and Misconstruqtion

of Social Interaction” Chair: James Beason .

B. Elke Teich: “A Systemic Treatment of Traasitivity for Machine
Translation”. Chaig: Erich Steiner ' -

C.1lah Heming:r“COvoccurring_-Schemala in Text Analysis®.
Chair: Ruth Brend . _ _

D. Martin Davies: “Theme from Beowull’ to Shakespeace™.
Chair: Linda Rashidi

15:25-15:53 2. Parallel Session Papers
A.Louise Ravelli:"A Dyaamic Perspective oa Systemic Grammar:

getting the perspective right". Chair: James Benson

B. William McGregor: “The Rank Scale Revisited”.
Chair: Cate Poynten -

C. Jesn Ure: "Beginningsand Endings:a sociolinguistic parspective
on register and generic structure”. Chaic: Ruth Bread .

D. Peter Fries: "Patterns of [nformation in Initial Position in
English”. Chair: Linda Rashidi :

15:55-16:20  Coffee '

16:20-16:50 3. Paraliel Session Papers
A. Jay Lemko: “Textproduction and Dynamic Text Semaantics’

ir: Gordoo Tucker _

B. Maria Th. Schmitt: "The Differentiation of the *Argumentational
Mode! System™. Chaic: John Bateman : :
C.Bernard Mohan: “Theory and Practice in Situation and Text'

Chaicr Anne Cranny-Francis
D. Xevin N. Nwogu & Thoma$ Bloor: "Thematic Progression

Pattern and the Structure of Discource in Professional and
Popularised Medicat Texts”, Chaic: Susanna Shore

International Systemic -1 i
Conamass Commitioe: . ‘ 16-15C IQBQIPrugrnm_me Committes:
fRobin P. Fawcatt, Chair, (Eyrope);
Hilary Hillier. Treasurer, (Europe); Nils Erik Enkvist, Abo Akademi
leancy Fries, Membership Secretary, (USA) QOssi Ihalainen, University of Helsinki
|:,artnas D. Benson and William S. Greaves, (Canada); Anna Mauranen, University of Helsinki
J: :::sHii F:est.. (U§A_&): Matti Rissanen, Universily of Helsinki

. Martin, {Australia) Kart Sajavaara, University of Jyviskyld

Eija Ventola, Chair, UniVersii.y of Helsinki
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Tuesday 13th:

l ; 9:00 -10:15  Plenary Address: Michsel Hoey (Great Britain)

| "Coherence and Cohesive Harmony: a complementary

I perspective”. Chair: Roger Sell ’ o

| 10:15-10:30  Break '

! 10:30-11:45 Plenary Address: Nils Erik Enkvist (Finland)

; “Text Types and Text Strategies”. Chair: Frantisek Danes

| 11:45-13:00 Lunch

; 13:.00-14:15 Plenary Address: Roger Sell (Finland)

: "Literary Pragmatics and Literary Geare", Chair: Nils Erik Enkvist

} 14:20-14:50 5. Paralled Session Paper :

} A. Jean Bear: "Teaching Writing: Variations on (a) ‘Theme™

! Chair; Helen Drury

B. Cecile Paris & John Bateman: "Constraining the Deployment
of Lexicogrammatical Resources According to Knowledge of the
Hearer: a2 computational refinement of the theory of register”
Chair: Robin Fawcett ' '

C.Agnes Yang: "Marked Word Order in Discourse: A test-based study
in English”. Chair; Peter Fries’ '

D.Karen Malcoim: "Dialogue and Discourse”. Chair: Michael 0Toole

14:35-15:25 4. Parallel Sessiona Papers oo
A. Ann-Charlotte Lindeberg: "Rhetorical Patteras in Student
Writing in EFL".Chaig: Helen Drury
B. James Benson: “Narrow Span Collocations: A Tool for Parsing
Lexico-Grammatical Output of Field in a Natural Language Text”
Chair: Robin Fawcett -
C. Amy Tsui: "The Interpenetration of Language as Code and
Behaviour - a Description of Evaluative Statements™.
LChair: Peter Fries : :
D.Femi Akindele: "Dialogue and Discourse in Nigerian Englis
. Prose Fiction”. Chair: Michael 0Tocle 4 _
15:25-15:45 Coflee '
13:45-16:13 7. Parallel Session Papers
A. Helen Drury: “The Use of Systemic Linguistics to describe
Student Summarising Strategies at University Level”.
Chair: Jean Bear : _
B.Robin Fawcett: "1diot Text: some thingsthat a computer program
can teach us about how a systemic functional grammar really
works". Chair: Michael Cummings :
C.Peter Ragan: "Functions and Communicative Language
Teaching”. Chair: Bernard Mohan
D. Josephine Bregazzi:" Strategies of Linguistic Irony in Chaucer,
Webster and Pope”. Chair: Tuija Virtanen

16:20-16:50 8. Parailel Session Papers
A.Gerald Parsons: "Scientific Texts: Cohesion and Coherence”.

Chair: Jean Bear S

B. Gordon Tucker: “The Computational Generation of "Adjectival’
and ‘Adverbial’ Meaaiag in a Systemic Functional Grammar”.
Chair; Michael Cummings _

€. Jan-Eric Widell: "Interpretations of the Notion ‘Language
Functions™. Chair; Bernard Mchan _

D. Brita WaArvik: "On Discourse Markers and Narrative Strategies in
the History of English". Chair: Tuija Virtanen
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18:00-19:00
19:30-

9. Parallel Session rapers
A, Liora Machsuf & Judiih Rosenhaua: "Some Stylistic Aspucis of
Technical English” Chair: Jean Bear
B. Erich H. Steiner: "Toward a Model of Text Productica as Goal-
Directed Action”. Chair: Michael Cummings

-G Taina Pitkanen-Koli: "Using Systemic Grammar in the Analysis
of some Swedish Fictional Texts". Chaig: Tuija Vu'tanen
Dinner
Sauna

¥ednesday 14th:

9:00 -10:15

10:15-10:30
10:30-11:45

" 11:45-13:00

13:00-14:13

14:20-14:50

14:33-15:25

15:25-15:45
15:45-16:135

16:20-16:50

Plenary Address: James Martin (Australia)
"Life as a Noun: Arresting the Universe in Science and
Humanities®. Chair: Michael Hoey
Break
Plenary Address: Margaret Burry {Great Britain) '
“Thematic Opuons and Success in Writing". Chair: Ruqaiya Hasan
Lunch
Plenary Address: Barbara Couture (Uaited States)
*Touting Recidivist Linguistics: A Reflection on
Functional Theories of Writing". Chaig: James Martia
10. Paralle! Session Papers s
A.Lim Brian Love;oy “Information Management, Context, and
Senteace Structure”, Chair; Gillian Francis
8. Eirisn Davies: Minimal Exchanges in English D:scoursa
Chajr: Louise Ravelli
C. Michael Cummings: "Fealures and Functions in the Old
English’ Nominal Group. Chais: Matti Rissanen
D. Ruth Brend: "(Non)Cohesion i in Modern Poetry”.
Chair; llah Fleming

11. Parallel Session Papers '
A. Yilliam McGregor & Marietta Elfiott: "When isa ‘Text nota
Text". Chair; Ann-Charlotte Lindeberg
B. Hilary Hillier: "Success’ and ‘unsuccess’ in action msuqatmn
form and function in the natural speech of children aged 7-12"
Chair: Louise Ravelli
C. Linda Rashidi: "The Dari Noun Phrase”. Chair: Matti Rissanen
D. Julia Lavid: "Semanlic Options in Transitivity System:an
Example of Textual Analysis". Chaic: llah Fleming
Coffee _

12. Parallel Session Papers :

A.Aanecliese Kramer-Dahi: "A Mlxed Genre: from case report lo
case story. Part I: Metafunctions". Chair: Ann-Charfotte Lindeberg

B. Ingegerd Backlund: “Initial [nfinitive Clauses as Structural
Markers in Written English". Chair: Heino Liiv

C.Susanns Shore: “The Subject in Finnish from aSystemic-
Functional Point of View". Chair: Jonathan Fine

D.Mariann Borgenstierna: “Aspectual Markers in Discourse:
Comparative Analysis of O1d English and Contemporary Eaglish
Texts". Chair: Brita Warvik

13. Parallel Session Papers

A.Gillian Frances:"A Mixzed Genre from case report to case story.

Part 11: Genre and ldeol_ogy Chair: Ann-Charlotte Lindeberg
B.Frances Christie: "First and Second Order Registersin .
Education”, Chair: Heino Liiv
C.Yowoll Y. Aziz: "[dentifying Thema in Standard Arabic Texts"
Chair: Jonathan Fine
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'6c: | b D. Martina Bjockiund & Tuija Virtanen : "Variation in _
Narrative Structure: 4 Simple Text vs. an Innovative Work or -

: Brita Warvik
- 16:30-17.00  Breag _
17:00-17:30 14, Parallel Session Papers

A. Janet Gilbert: "A Close-Up Look at The Acquisition of Two
Patterns that Predominate in Writteq English: The Relative
Clause and Nominalization", Chair: Gillian Francis .

B. Fredrik Ulfhieim: “Intentionat Ambiguity - the Multifarious
Communicative Levels Employed in Japanese-Western Business
Negotiations” Chaqy : Ossi Thalainen

C. Rachel Giors: “Cognitive Aspects of the Joke". Chair: Jay Lemke
l18:00-*-1‘5):(]0 Dinner
9:

30- Aanual Meetiag
Thursday 15th:

9:00-9:30 16. Pacallel Session Pagers

M. Hu Zhuan glin: "Developments of Systemics in China",
ig: Martin Davies o
B Heino Liiv; “Language Synergetics”, Chair: Ossi Thalainen

9:33-10:05  Evaluatiog of Papers : .
10:135-11:45 3. Parallel Workshogs

A Jay Lemke & Paul Thibault: “Voices and Values:

- Interpersonal Meaning in Discourse" :
B. Erich Steiner: "p, inciples & Questions in Transitivity”
C. Alison Tate & Janet ¥hite: ‘Informal Meetings -Do They
Hgve 2 Definable Generic Structyre”

D. ilrnchul GToole: "A Systemic-Functional Semiotics for Visual
- Arts" ‘ :
E. Rosemacy Huismgn: "Language in Poetry"

11:43:12:45°  Lupch
12:45-14:15 2. Paraliel Workshops
"~ continue -
15:00 Abus to Espoo: a cily reception plusa guided city
tour. At the end of the tour the bys will take us to Helsinki University.

17:30-18:30 4 Rector’s reception at the university, Address: Main building,
Fabianinkaty 33 '

19:00- Congress Dinner in the Restaurant Katajanokan Kasino.
Address: Laivastokayy L, Helsinki 16

Friday 16th:
8:30-10:00 3. Parallel Workshops
A llah F leming: "A Stratif icational Approach to Text Analysis"

B.Robia Fawcett & Gordon Tucker: “Exploring a Systemijc
. Functiona| Grammar"

C.Cate Poynton & Anne Ceanny-Francis: "Language., Ideology
and Gender" ' .

Peter Fries: An informal discussion on "Theme"

10:00-11:30 4 Parallel Worksho Ps continue

11:30-12:00 Evaluation of workshops. Auditorium

11:30-12:30 Closing of the Congress, Auditorium -

12:30-13:30 Lunch caa be bought at Hanasaari. It is pot included i the
- accommodation fee, -

13:30 Busto Leningrad leaves from Hanasaaei
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Computational Papers at the Sixteenth
International Systemic Congress

Fachrichtung Anglistik

Al EUROTRA-D

Universitaet des Saarlandes
D-6600 Saarbruecken

FRG

In the following we shall try to give a short overview of the 8

" computational papers and workshops which were given at the 16th Systemic

. Congrass in Helsinki 1989, I shall take the opportunity of adding a few
general remarks at the end, _

@Teich, Elke. A systemic treatment of transitivity for machine
translation. _ ,

Elke Teich reported on the importation of aspects of a Systemic
approach to Transitivity into the EEC’s multi-lingual machine translation
project EUROTRA. One aspect of that importation is the use of Transitivy
features and roles in transfer from source language to target language. A
second aspect 1s the treatment, within a Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG)
based approach, of phenomena such as reflexives and reciprocals; phrasal -
and prepositional verbs, raising and control phenomena. The talk
emphasized both the insightfulness of specific SFG ideas for multi-lingual
machine translation and the need to develop details of representation for
the phenomena under discussion more explicitly than up to now.

@Paris, Ceclle and Bateman, John. Constraining the depioyment of
lexicogrammatical resources according to knowledge of the hearer:. a
computational refinement of the theory of register.

Paris and Bateman described an approach in the course of which they .
investigated the application of the Systemic notion of "register" to the
task of ’tailoring’ automatically generated texts to the levels and kinds
of expertise of the intended readers of those texts. A sufficlently
developed theory of register, they pointed out, would be a valuable and
theoretically motivated tool for computation. For such an endeavour to
achieve maximal success, they claimed, available formulations of register
theory would have to be adapted to the particular task at hand, in
particular, the degree of systematicity and explicitness would have to be.
increased. Their particular implementation of an aspect of register theory
focused on the logical metafunction of the lexicogrammar. Within that
implementation, ' they made use of a new mechanism controlling choices in
register and leading to partial control of the dependency structure of
texts generated. Paris’ and Bateman’s paper was another insightful example
of how work in text generation can lead to progress in research both for
computation and for linguisties. This kind of a two way influence should
be a characterlstic feature of any careful application of linguistic
theories to any field, computational linguistics in particular.
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lexico—sraﬁmatical output of field in a natural langhage text.

James Benson reported on a project uging an analysis of "collocations™3
with the help of the CLOC program in an attempt to find particular
configurations of choices made from the lexicogrammar in a particular type
of text (The Joy of Bridge). The interest in this project may be seen as
deriving from at least the following two sources: It illustrates how the
particular functional structures of Nominal Groups and Clauses used in a
text are one way of looking into some of the semantic properties of a
certain type of text. Furthermore, and on a more general level, '
collocational analyses may have an important role to play in those areas of
computational linguistics which remain inaccessible to a purely
"grammatical” treatment , for example in those cases where particular
syntagns are not fully determinable through the grammar. Work of the type
illustrated by Benson receives additional current interest through the
extensive use made of the notion of "collocations®” in recent lexicographic
vork such as that of John Sinclair and colleagues.

@Favcett, Robin., Idiot text: some things that a computer program can
teach us about hov a systemic functional grammar really works.

Pavcett described in his talk the structure and content of GENESYS,
the generating system of COMMUNAL, as well as the outlines of the project
as a whole. His focus was, in particular, on the role of language as
opposed to the role of "knovwledge”, and on the particular characteristics
of generation as opposed to parsing, thus successfully giving a conceptual
profile of his and his group’s work in comparison to other work in
computational linguistics. One of the theoretically interesting aspects of
his presentation in particular was a fresh perspective on the degree of
interdependence between networks from different functional components, e.g.
Transitivity and Theme. Fawcett thus successfully illustrated how any
application of linguistic theory, and in this case it is application in.a
specific computational context, should be conducted in such a way as to
provide feedback to the theory itself. For many of us, Robin’s talk
acquired a special interest through the fact that he 1s one of the very few
Systemicists apart from Michael Halliday, and, indeed, one of the very few
linguists, who have developed a fairly comprehensive model. 'This fact in
itself offers a good chance of not losing sight of the overall architecture
of one’s system in the details of implementatien. ' -

@Tucker, Gordon., The computational generation of "adjectival" and
"adverbial™ meaning in a systemic functional grammar.

Tucker gave another report on work going on in COMMUNAL (cf.
Fawcett). We have already commented on the general interest in the work
going on in-and around COMMUNAL, so that we. ghall refrain from repeating
ourgselves here. Tucker’s paper had additional intrinsic. interest by -
concentrating on an area which is generally underdeveloped both in Systemic
Linguistics and in other linguistic theories. Computational treatments of
adjectival and adverbial meanings are even more sketchy than normal "
lingustic treatments. S0, Tucker gave an ingightful talk on an important
area for linguistics and for language generation, where it seems to be
important that there can be interest in such a talk for both parties.




¢, Erich., Workshop:  Principles and Questions in Transitivity.

Let us varn the NETWORK reader that here the author of the current
t is discussing his own WORKSHOP - so expect subjective statements!

"My workshop mainly used the background of Machine Translation, and of
sitivity" within that area, to propose certain principles for the
signment of Participant Roles to verbs and sentences. I furthermore
alked about possible treatments of some types. of "raising" and "control"
“‘constructions ("seem", "stop", "see", etc. as verbs with their non-finite.
complements), attempting to relate the questions raised to explicit lexical
items, grammatical rules, and representations. The main points of the
workshop could be summarized in the following way:

- Systemic Linguistics in its functional orientation has a lot .to offer for
Hachine Translation,

~ In order to create an impact in MT, certain rules and representations
expressing generalizations of Systemic Linguistics must be made more
explicit;

- For the treatment of certain phenomena (Control, Raising, Modality,
Causative Constructions, "Long Distance Dependencies", etc), it may be
important to hbecome more aware of what other schools are doing (GB, GPSG,
LFG, etc), not with the aim of copying results from them, but with the aim
of relating one’s own specifically Systemic approaches to the approaches of
others in such a way as to make comparison possible for the linguistic
community as a whole. _ .

Participants worked on the task of writing lexicon entries and brought up a.

whole range of interesting points from that exercise. The resulting
discussion to me appeared to be quite controversial, but very rewarding
most of the time.

@Cummings, Michael. Workshop: Interpreting system networks on the
microcomputer. : :

Michael Cummings in this workshop introduced participants to his tool
for writing system networks and generating selection expressions- from them
wvith the help of his SYSPRQ, developed over the past couple of years and
reported on in previous workshops. Cummings’ program is an essential tool
for anyone working with Systemic Linguistics in a computational context.
More so, it should become an everyday tool for linguists working in
non-computational fields as well, because the program is a tool which gives
us an opportunity to check the validity of the networks that wve write no
matter what context they are for. In SYSPRO, Systemic Linguistics now has
a tool which makes writing of networks more controllable and thus
ultimately should become a part of 'a "Systemic Workbench". It has' -
theoretical implications as well, because developing it has created a- -
heightened awareness of the formal properties of system networks as data .
structures among Systemic linguists, and even if this had been its only
effects, the work would have been worth it. It is to be hoped that .
Cummings will continue his efforts to make SYSPRO more widely available
within the Systemic communityl :
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@Fawcett, Robin and Tucker, Gordon.. Workshop: Exploring.a Systemic?
Functional Grammar.

Fawcett and Tucker in this workshop used GENESYS to introduce
participants to some of the workings of a computer model of language plus
some of the interesting issues raised by implementing a complex meodel of
language. Step by step generation using a remote login to Cardiff was the
vay chosen to achive these goals. As in practically all of the
computational papers and workshops, the emphasis was as much on introducing
gsystems as such as on exploring the theoretical significance of the
particular system under consideration.

Finally, I would like to take the oppﬁrtunity to make a few general
and personal remarks on the role of computational work in the context of
the development of our theory:

Over the last couple of years, computational work has established a

certain tradition in Systemic developments. On the whole, it occurs to me

that within Systemic Linguistics, the mutual roles of computational and
more classically philological work are more balanced than in some other
contemporary schools. Systemic Linguistics has so far never given in to
the danger of becoming dominated by computational work, nor has it, on the
other hand, closed itself off to the contact. This state of affairs is, in
my personal view, very healthy for a linguistic theory in these days.
Still, I sometimes seem to detect traces of the seemingly contradictory
dangers of both overrating and underrating the importance of computational
work, both of which may in fact co-occur on the basis of the same
fundamental misconception, which could be summarized as something like
"Computational work is ’formal’ per se". Then, depending on whether one

"values "formal" methods or whether one doesn’t, one of the following twvo

tendencies occurs:

On the underrating side, some of us do not appear to give vhat to me

is the proper weight to the need for explicitness created in computational
work and, indeed, in any kind of work, provided it is taken seriously.
Systemicists sometimes display a neglect of questions of data structures
used in representations of texts, and of rules for generating these
representations. Given a certain quality of work, though, a high degree of
explicitness becomes very desirable, and in this I was particularly
impressed by work as in Kasper 1987 or in Patten’s 1988 formal model of

. Systemic grammar, but also by McGregor’s paper at the Helsinki workshop, as

wvell as by other work of that type. I do think that computational work,
alongside with other work, if it is taken seriously, helps us to develop a
higher degree of explicitness, which is also necessary if we want to argue
in a meaningful way with colleagues from GB, LFG, GPSG, and related
frameworks.

On the overrating side, it sometimes occurs to me as if the mere fact
of doing computational work was occasionally considered to be a sign of
quality. People on that side think that "formal" methods are irherently
valuable, and they may think that computational work is always "formal".
In my opinion, computational work, if it is done without theoretical
consideration, gives a wrong impression of clarity. The mere fact that
something runs on a machine doesn’t mean anything. With present day
hardvare and software, it is quite possible to get something to run which




‘tically shortsighted and linguistically poor. In particular,

an models are implemented which have never been formalized in a
al sense, I feel that one has to demand of computational

sations that they take seriously the theory which they implement, and
they thus make formalisms their tools, not their masters. Poor
‘utational applications have at best no beneficial effect for the

ry, and at worst they prevent us from doing what ve should do best:

] quira into the function and structure of natural language.

To round this up: In my thinking, EXPLICITNESS is something to be .
‘highly valued as a goal both in scientific method and in everyday life.
"The need for it in linguistics should be recognized, whether or not one has
computational applications in mind. FORMALIZATION is something which is
only possible and which is only appropriate after one has . reached, in: a
certain area, a certain degree of explicitness. It is a valuable tool,
provided one has carefully developed pre-formal notions first, and if the
formalism itself adds to clarity by allowing. to ask further questions or to
push ideas to their logical consequences. A formalism in that sense may be
a certain type of feature logic (Kasper), or a formal proof, say, within
set theory. A formalism exists independently of any programming language, f
and vhat it takes is-essentially a certain degree of explicitness ‘of ideas
plus pencil and paper.

Viewing computational applications-of (parts of) the theory against a
perspective such as the one indicated here is, hopefully, one of the ways
of developing a reasonable perspective on them. And because computational it
applications will be with us for a long time - and I hope, without ever i
dominating the development of the theory to the exclusion of other I
applications - I think it is very necessary to develop such a perspective.

Finally: My:deepest thanks to the organizers in Helsinki for ;
organizing a truely delightful workshop for us. I shall never forget the !
midnight walks, drinks, and conversations of Hanasaari, which, of course, ;
were not the main thing at the workshop, but an essential ingredient.:

References:

Kasper, R.T. 1987, Feature structures: a logical theory with application ;
to linguistic analysis. University of Michigan PhD thesis. {

Patten, T. 1988. Systemic text generation as problem solving Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. . :
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.The sixteenth International Systemic Con%ress was the
first one to be held in & BEuropean country outside of
Britain. With numerous participants from Europe and
representatives from Africa and Asia, it marked the grow1ng
international spread of systemic grammar outside of the
English-speaking world. Of course, by now systemic grammar
has been on the road for close to forty years. Looked at
historically, it is fascinating to gee how systemic-
functional grammay, since its programmatic beginnings in the

"early sixzties, has gradually and consistently fulfilled all

its promises - and much more. Numerous complementary
proposals for a multi-functicnal clause grammar have been
developed, pathfinding work on discourse, dealing with the
texture and structure of text, has been accomplished,
frameworks for systematically relating these linguistic
'facts' to context, social structure, culture and ideology
have heen elaborated and a very distinctive view of the
child's language development has been put forward,
Meanwhile, this core of linguistic description has sparked
off a very substantial body of applied work in various
domains such as educational theory and practice, stylistics,
semiotics, critique of idesology, text generation and parsiag
by computer. After an expansion of this breadth, one might
well ask: where are we going now? The annual systemic
congress can be expected to he the best place to find out.
As usual, it brought together people from the most.

"varied backgrounds, who, still, share enough to appreciate

each other's work. Systemicists tend not to engage in
unfruitful polemics, where everything is rejected only to
start off again with something totally embryonic for which
total originality can be claimed, but they do reflect
critically on central theoretical concepts and descriptive
categories and try to push forward our general understanding
of language and the descriptions we have. The cluster of
papers on theme and discourse at the congress (Bsar, Fries,
Berry, M. Davies, Nwogu) illiustrates such a collective
exploratory effori; some definitive c¢larifications of the
relevance of theme to discourse (and of discourse to theme)
can be expected to flow from it. Similarly, the research on
genre and generic structure which is currently being carried
out in various places (cf Gill & Kramer-Dahl, Lindebergh,
Ure, Drury, Martin, Berry) should lead to a breakthrough.
This general characteristic of innovation based on
continuity typified most of the contributions made at the
congress in the domains of theory, description and
application. .
On the theorstical plane, there were papers ahout such
topics as a statificational approach to text analysis
(Fleming), the interaction between functional levels of
language (Pirkko)}), statistical probabilities within the
grammar (Halliday), a computer-implemented conceptien of
register (Paris & Bateman), semantic networks (Hasan}, and

the dynamic perspective on Ianguags (Ravelli, Lemke, Fine).

In the way of "straight" descriptive papers, we had
expositions on, inter alla, transitivity (DaneS, Steiner),
the adiectival and adverbial group (Tucker), *the analyszis of
exchanges (E. Davies), collocation and grammatical structurs
{Benson), cohesion and coherence (Hoey). Particularly '
welcome were systemic descriptions of languages other than




English such as Dari (Rashidé), Arabic (Aziz) and Finnisa
(Shore). - ‘

Jim Martin's paper, which compared a pedagogic science
and history text, was a good example of the eye-opening
insights which creative application of systemic~functional
grammar can yleld: a very clear picture was given of the.
1exicogrammatical_syndromes accounting for 'technicality' 1in
the science text and vabstraction' in the history text.

Similarly, Robin Fawcett's COMMUNAL text-generating
computer programme of fers an impreéssive i{llustration of
systemic linguistics at work: its utterance-generating part
involves a unified lexicogrammar with modular metafunctions,
many of whose networks have been explicitated upto a very
high degree of delicacy. y

Many participants remarked that this congress was
continually intellectually stimulating. With notions such as
meta~redundancy, grammatical metaphor and the dynamic versus
synoptic perspectlve new horizons are felt to come within
our reach. Some of the newcomers wWare also pleasantly
surprised by the generous and very open exchange of ideas.
As one participant put it: "people really share their ideas
here: they're not afraid someons might pinch them."

. By way of conclusion, it may be worth noting that some
of our long-held basic convictions about language — ones not
necessarily subscribed to .in other contemporary ways of
thinking about language — were confirmed again at the
congress. Thus, for systemicists the ineffable categories of
a grammar constitute a culturally and socially re—-coded
interpretation of the world, but this does not allow us +to
say anything simplistic or universal about 'the structure of
the mind'. Systemicists also hold that the relation between
grammar and gemantics is non-arbitrary, that the semantics
have to be understood in functional terms, and that the
context of situation has a gsystematic impact on the
lexicogrammar. Finally, systemicists believe that language
basically "works" - it is “functional®, and the
understanding of its functioning entails social
responsibility of some kind.

Kristin Davidse
Katholieke University
Leuven
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The 16th Intern_aticnal Systemic Congresg
University of Helsinkq :
Hanasaari, Finland, June 12-16, 1089

Coming 1mmédiately after the Tyviskylxs Summer Schog] af"Linguistics, the

16th Cangress continued tg explore the potentia] and the Problems gof the

Systemic approach tg language. The Congress wag held at Hanasaari, a.

beautiful byt Somewhat inaccessible Peninsular Just outside Helsinki, 14

Was arganized “wity loving care® (as Robin Fawcet

by Eija Ventola. Qver 120 pérticipants listened

highly distinguisheq Set of speakers:

Bell, Martin, Barry ang C‘auture. _

Workshaops, ‘ of text Production
for automatic translation; the dynamicsg 0f text prccessing;

Studies of text type, register ang genre; literary Pragmatics; <ohesion,

theme ang information Structure; writing skills; language apg .ideology; the

extension of systemic theory to the visual arts; ang m:.nﬁh More besides,

Plenaries and Papers,
Wonders whether futype
slots allotted for discussign aft
allow an Opportunity for 4 share issues, for instance
started off differant points of
View, |

also consider using poster ¥orkshop format might
also be made more dialogic,

Many of the nost, interesfing theoretical issuas that emerged, frog both
Plenaries angd individual papers, revolveq round the difficulty of analysing
language use @S & pracess. 1Ip part, this meang incorparating probabilitias
into the grammar, ang pe;-haps doing away wity strictly binary notions Such
as grammatical ys, Ungrammatical, It alen geQms tg lmply opening up
linguistics ecision theory, in ap attempt tg

. S resort to i real-
communication, One COnsequence gof SuUch a shift of focus might be a gain inl

the prima facie Psychological pléusibility of models of grammar,




) Related to this issue is the prescriptive one: many papers were

“concerned with improving writing skills, and there were sevaral buggestions

' "as to the kinds of linguistic features which contribute to the evaluation of

a piece of writing. COne difficulty here is the process cf-evaluatiun itself,
with which the linguistic analysis is correlated. Judgements of how
successful an act of communication is seem often to depend on non-syntactic
factors such as originality, creativity, human interest, irony, etc; none of
these are. eagy to define in themselves, but one might assume -they would
have just as much influence on the way the message gété through to the
addresses as a.g. degree of cuhesidn gr type of thematization., Native

speaker evaluatlon would seem to be a fruitful area for future resaarch: one

format might be to start with the kind of research in error analysis that .

focuses on the communicative effect of errors, and extend it to discourse
evaluation. Another difficulty concerns the tendency to assume that
correlations equal causes: i.e. that a given text is evaluated, say, low
because certain lingulstic features have been found in it, This may of
course be the case, but it does not logically follow that it‘muét_be;

Together with the focus on languaée as a dyhamic system, both
descriptively and prescriptively, there arises the fundamental prcbiem of
metalanguage. We are used to labelling units - particies and flelds - Iin
linguistic analysis; but our resources for differentiating between different
types of process - language as wave - seem much slimmer.

One way of evaluating a conference of this kind might be in terms of
the number of new "cohesive" links that were set up between people and
ideas. Personally, I found myself rapidly enmeshed in a highly 5£imulating
network of people and ldeas, and lock forward to examlning various nodes a

little nore closely in the future.

Andrew Chasterman

Department of English
University of Helsinki




Past meetings;
featured System
Finland, dJune 5
an “Lexico—grammar
systemic—f‘unc‘biunal Jdames Martin sSpoke an.
“Conversational structurae; nagotiating meaning through dialogue“g
“Participant. identif‘icat.ion: refarence as samantic chaice™;
*Condunction: the togic of English text™; and “Lexical relations: the
Company wards keep™, Michaal Hoey spoke an “Culturally Poputar
Patterns of taxt organization and their correlation with genres’;
taxical cohesion in non-narrative text: a new
the contribution of cohasion to coharence”™, These
e given fraom dune 5-3,
ven: Mij i isti essen;
grammar in Sy i i i Rugaiya Hasam:
“Sociolinguistics ir i i theory™, Helan Drury:
level™; Michaal Hoey: “Theae
Peter Fries: “Word order,
ten text™, Bernard Mohan:
ased approach™; Wwilliam
nation andg questions of
Systemic phanalogy"; and Martin Davies: “Theme and information
systems in the creation of texts*, Appr‘qximat.e_ly 140 peaple attendad
the Summer School ang it was a 8reat success due to the hard

work of the organizer, Kaprj Sadavaara, and his staff,

Jee veriew on

Going ta Snotlana S0on? Helpful addressgas; Headquarters Office for
Scotrail; Scotrail House, 58 Port Dundas Road, Glasgow, G4 OHG,
Scotland, Great, Britian, Nationat Trust for Scottand (membership 15
pounds par year), 5 Charlotte Squarae, Edinbur‘gh, EHZ 4Dy, Scotland,
Great Britain. (recommended books: Cuize to over rpp rroperéies,
and Gardens in T rusd), Scottish Tourist Board, 23 Ravelston Terrace,
Edinbur-gh, EH4 3EU, Great Britian, (recommended books: 1087 things
toe see in .Faat(a-nd, and Scobland beg and breakfast), British Tourist
Autharit.y, Thameas Tower, Black’

(recommended book: : y rUesbAauses
AR Restauranks, 1990), i i ermation Center, Broad
Streeat, Stirting, Scotland,

\\\_

information on the running of NETWORK: In the future please sand
all material for publication to damas D, Benson, English Depar-t.ment.,
Glendon College, York University, 2275 Bayviaw Avenua, Toronto, M4n -
3Me, Ontario, Canada, Please send all reviews and archive material
to Martin Davies, English Studies, The University of Stirling, Stirling,
FK® 4L A, Scotland, Great Britain. Please send all probtems about
subscriptions and mailing to Pater H, Fries, Bax 310, M+, Pleasant,
ML, USA, 48804, The price of NETWORK is 5 surface mail and $10
for airmait. If You havenrt subscribed and wish to, please send the
maney to Nan Fries, Managing Editor, NETWORK, Box 310, Mt, Pleasant,
MIl, USA, 48804, The deadline for the next issue is February 1, 1990,
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The 10th Finnish Summer School of Linguistics
Thema: SYSTEMIC LINGUISTICS

June 5-0. 1080

Uﬁiversity of Jyvaskyla, Finland
A view from the receiving end

Saturday, June 10, Helsinki. Home again, aftér_ a very full week indeed - 22
hours of lectures plus two 3-hour warkshops crammed into five days. I now
know a great deal more about systemic linguistics than I did, and it has
been stimulating to hear and meet people who combine professionalism with
an infectious enthusiasm. Michael Halliday and Christian Matthiessen spoke
on lexico-grammar in systemic-functional theory, Ruqaija Hasan on
soclolinguistics in systemic-functional theory, James Martin on discourse
semantics, Michael Hoey on patterns of text organization and cohesion.
Workshops were led by Halliday and Matthiessen, Hasan, and Hoey; and also
by Helen Drury on academic writing, Petar Fries on word arder, theme and
information structure, Bernard Mohan on second-languagd learning, William
Greaves on intonation and phonology, Martin Davies on theme and
information systems, and Jean Ure on lexical density. Rach evening offered
a sgclal programme, culminating in a cruise on one of Finland's thousands
of lakes,

Academically I found the week fascinating; pedagogically, howaver, thers
were a number of problems. The following comments illustrate something of
what it felt like to be a student.- again (a most salutary experience in
1tself - should be recommended to all university teachers once in a while!.
_ ;[‘he aim of the summer schaol was to provide an intensive introduction
to systemic grammar. The first problem, then, was an audience that was
very heterogeneous as regards its experience of fhis grampmar: some Kknew
next to nothing, others were already using it in their own research. It
was clearly difficult for the speakers to know at what level to operate.
Suggestibn: in future, send out in advance a minimum required reading list,
or an introductory summary of the theory, in order to ensure a shared
baceline of knowledge. |

Lectures are known to be not a very efficient way of bringing about a

learning experience, especially when their length greatly exceeds the

37
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average adult concentratiaon S€pan. (A comman comment: “the last half hour

Just went gver my head.") Four 90~minute-lectures per day is simply too
buch of this form of teaching, One learns best ngt by being talked t.o, but
by doing, Suggestion; reduce the number of lectures, Le‘t there be a geries
of parallel workéhops after each lecture, taking up thd sapa topic and
allowing us to apply it and explore it furthar eurselves, ae.g, in groupwork
Oor group discussion. One format might be to end a lecture with a series of
questions or Problems or a set of data, then allgw an hour's breakﬁduring
which we cguld discuss or think (1) 2.8, aver coffee, then follow this with
& workshop or discussion ipn smaller groups. Each day could consist of two
such three—stage Processes: lecture - response - groupwork,

There often seamed to be gope doubt as top whether the setting was more
like a conference than a summer school: the sociolinguistics lectures were
more in the nature of a long résearch report; and Hoey's lectures, though
intriguing and entertaining in themselves, seamed less centrally related tg
systemics itself,

Most of the audience were:language teachers of gpe kind or another; it
might therefore have been better to focus less op abstract, theoretical
orientations and more On practical applicatians, Lectures often seemed to
80 into too much delicacy in non-central placas: of, €.8. the time given tg
terminolagical variants, statistical analysis - tryiué* to cram the details
of a whole course into a single lecture? '

The progranma contained several different topics per day, with the same
topics continuing the next day. It might have been Pedagagically clearer
to devote one day to one tapic: e.g. day one - introduction tg |
grammar; day twg ~ discourse analysis and textlinguistics ip systemic
theory; day three - soclolinguistic applications; day four - pedagogical
applications; day five - Phonology and Intonation; or the like. I found the
Programme we wera offered rather confusing in this respact.

In spite of these drawbacks, though, the waek was a rewarding gpe, 1
foresee many systemic shogts Sprouting in Finpish linguistics research in
the futurel

Andraw Chesterman

Department of English, University of Helsinki,




Hi-congress of our own.

onda 4
Peter Fries (USA)

/patterns of Information in Initial
Position in English’

Coffee

Kevin Nwogu (Nigeria) and Thomas Bloor
{Great Britain)

‘Thematic Progression Pattern and the

Structure of Discourse in Preofessional and

Popularised Medical Texts’.
Gerald Parsons (Great Britain)

‘Thematic Progression in Scientific
Texts’

Iunch. (This will be available in the
University’s Portland Building)

Louise Ravelli (Australia)

’A Dynamic Perspective on Systemic
Grammar; Getting the Perspective Right’

Tea

Rosemary Huisman (Australia)
‘Theme in Poetry’

Martin Davies (Great Britain)

'Theme from Beowulf to Shakespeare’

20bert Cockcroft (Great Britain)
'‘Rhetoric and Coherence’

Buffet Supper in University Staff Club

July 24-25,

MINI INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMIC CONGRESS

Department of English Studies,

University of Nottingham

1989

s discovered at the recent International Systemic Congress in
nki that a number of systemicists were to be in the Nottingham
at the end of July. This seemed an excellent oppeortunity for a
(Lexical
i-congress? Or does mini-congress equal workshop?)

query: can you have a

The theme of the‘meeting will be THEME«

esd July 25

Peter Fries (USA)

tTowards a Discussion of the Flow of
Information in Text’

Coffee
Carocline Stainton (Great Britain)

'Towards a Thematic Framework for
Investigating Success in Writing’ (1)
Margaret Berry (Great Britain)
'Towards a Thematic Frgmework.for
Investigating Success in Writing’ (2)

Lunch (In the Portland Building)

Hilary Hillier gave a paper to £ill
in for a speaker who could not
attend, Title not available at
this time. '

General Discussion (to be chaired by
Dr. C.S. Butler (Great Britain))

Congress closes.

organized by:
Miss. H.M. Berry,
Department of English Studies,
The University of Nottingham,
University Park,
NOTTINGHAM,

NG7 2RD

I 4
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Fottingham, 24-25 July 1989

The two-day mini-congress held at the University of Noftingham gave
those of us who were unfortunate enough to miss the Helsinki meeting a
welcome opportunity to hear, sometimes in an updated form, seme of the
Papers on thepe which had been bPresented at the main cengress. It also
provided a smaller forum in which matters specifically related to theme
could be discussed at rather greater length than had been possible in
the ¢rowded Helsinkj programme. The Programme consisted of 11 papers
and a concluding discussion session,

The first of two papers by Peter Fries, on 'Patterns of irformation ip
initial position in English' began by considering Halliday's defini-
tion of theme, and giving examples erent types of themes, 1
humber of hypotheses were then concerning the relationship
between method of dsvelopment, tepic, the eXpression of particylar
points, and thematic Positioning in the English clause. Consideration
of these hypotheses ip relation to texts gave rise to Principles for
deciding which information in & 'T-ypit: should be thematic, the
general idea being  that th theme ides a framework
within which the rheme of tha it car interpreted, The operation
of this principle involves Providing information which is required in-
order to interpret the main message, and M3y also require the cancella-
tion of assumptions-established in the previg Xt, the prevention
of temporal or locationa] misinterpretation, and the highlighting of
points of elaboration, Fries's conclusion ¥as that theme, seen as an
element of structure of the indspendent conjoinable clause complex, has
a meaningful orienting function, apd is chosen on 3 Principled, nop-
random basis by writers. .

Kevin Nwogu's paper on 'Thematic Progression pattern and the stryctyre
of discourse ip professional and sepularised medical texts! reported on
comparisons of professional medica! + urnals and popularised newspaper
and magarine accounts of the same  subiect matter, using a Daneg-
irnspired Functional Jentence Perspective Approach to ‘thematic Prodres-
cion, It was found that although simple linesr and’ constant thematic
brogression types were found in al) types of tewut examined, darived
thematic Progression ccourred only in the Fesearch articleg, Interest-
ing differencss between the various sectigng 0f articleg were also
Ieporied.

The contribution by Gerald Parsons was alse concerned with thematic
progression, this tipe In scientific texts, e outlined analyses of
descriptive scientific texts produced by native and non-native Writers
of English, Heasures -based on taking the initial constituent as theme
in a Danes-style analysisg vere found +to shoy signifizant correlation
with informantg: ratings of the coherence of the texts, uhereas
Measures based op taking the grammatical subject as

rise to statistically significant carrelations,

Louise Ravelli's,paper on ‘A dynamic perspective on systemic grammar: .
getting the Perspective right" Was one of tup papers not specifically
concerned with the main topic of the congress.,  She argued that there
has been too little emphasis on matters of Perspective ip systemic
linguistics and, more Specifically, that a dynamic Perspective rayld

- 34

Q0000000 00000000000000000




CORRRRRANNCINNNNNNNNNNNININNN:

ofitably be taken in the grammar itself, where such an appreach has,
hot. so far found favour. The wain characteristics of a dynamic

.approach highlighted in the paper are: prospective viewing: a focus om
.. dependency rather than on consistuency, syntagmatic definition of
"~ environments for syntactic choice; moment-by—-moment generation of

structure; a- probabilistic orientation; operation in text. and in
context; and the need to know what has ocourred so far, in order to
specify the potential for what may come after. _

There followed three presentations concerned with theme in literary
texts. Rosema huisman examined the significance of thematlic
patterning Tn poems by Harry, Atuood, Lehmann and Dobscn. Martin
Davies then looked at the development of theme in literary. language

from 0ld English to Donne.  Robert Cockcroft, as a literary scholar

with a particular interest in rhetoric, % Tew down a number of exacting
challenges for systemic linguistics, wondering whether the mocdels we
operate with gould offer a more enlightening account of the rhetorical
devices available to writers than that of the traditional rhetorician.
llore specifically, we uere invited to ponder, using a text from Marlowe
as a focus, whether a Hallidayan theme-rheme analysis could account for
"the ccherence of effective persuasiocn” without reinventing the terms
of rhetoric. .

The second day of the congress began with a further paper from Peter
Fries, 'Towards a discussion of the flow of information in a texti'.
Starting from a consideration of the distinct, but related, categories
of theme/rheme and given/nev information, Fries investigated the
hypothesis that the 'N-rheme’ (last clause-level constituent) is. the
unmarked culmination of new information, and $0 should correlate with
the goals of the clause, clause complex, text segment and whole text,
whersas the theme, being the ‘'orienter' for the clause, should not
correlate with these goals, even when punctuated as & separate unit.

caroline Stainton then presented the siprst of two papers concerned with

w———?—n—ﬂﬂ“ . .
a project based .n the Department of Tngiish Studies at fhe University

of Nottingham, in which a thematic framework 1is being used %o inves-
tigate the probiem of what makes a text a successful instance of a
gerre. After reviewing previous work on the relatinnship between theme
and genre, Stainton put forward a general hypothesis to the effect. that
a successful instance of a genre will exhibit a different srequency of
the various theme types from an msuccessful one. She went on to
outline further hypotheses relating thematic choices to success for the
genre of the article. In general, the hypotheses appeared to be borne
out in small-scale initjal analyses.

The second paper on the Nottingham project, presented by Hargaret
Berry, examined the relationship betueen thematic choice and degree of
FGccess in relation to the writing task, in four texts written by
children. The texts, describing the children's home town, were
evaluated by informants in relation to two types of writing task: for
incorporation in a guide book published by a motoring assoclation, and
in a travel brochure. . The distinction between interactional and
informational themes, and further distinctions within these main
categories, proved to be relevant o success in the two types of
writing. The paper then went on to explore the Liypes of thematic
choice which appeared to be relevant to success in the two genres, and
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the strateqies for choosing between options,

(=}

-

T Paper by Hilary Hillier concerned  with stuceess in
communication, thoUgh Ho¥ speclfic: in relation to thematic c¢heices.
She outlined a series of criteria aluation.of the succecs of
an utterance, and 1llustrated thege i i ¥ reference ‘*o action-
instigating utterances in chi '

cas
;
Hel
g

In the space remaining to me, I shall atlempt a critica) evaluation of
the mini-congress, based on points I made during the final discussion
session,

I should say first of all that all of the papers we heard ‘at ths
congress offered much food for thought, and rresented materis? which
¥as valuable in its own right. 1In general, the standard of presenta-~
tion was high, 1 do, however, feel that ocur tye days of papers and
discussion raised imr t ! ut which I have considerable
reservations. I emphasize t the following represents a
personal viey, i would probabiy not be shared by many of the
participants,

Let me begin with a couple of points relating specifically
topic of the congress -~ thenme, Firstly, it yas noti
although a number of approaches o the analysis of themati
and choice, principally those deriving from the work of Halliday,

and Fries, were discussed-during the congress, only in parts of one or
tuo papers were the relative merits of these models 2 focus of
attention. Secondly (and ra*her disconcertingly) I, as a linguist with
an interest in systemic models, but one why does not consider himself
expert in the area of thele, found that 1 emerged from the ‘congress
still asking the question 'What is theme?' The wory of Fries does seem
to be attempting to provide less metapherical definitions

offered by Halliday, And yet there s%i]] appears to he no
cperationalisable definition whish €an ke applied across languages,
This last point orings me %o some rather more genera] matters relating
to systemic medels,

i

It seems to me that systemic

entric, and that thig fte oy

prevents the realisation of it ! !

languages other thap English have arpasp iner

last few vears, 3wt the fazt » i those 9 are generally
regarded as centrally involved in stemic enterprize work almost
exclusively on English, and this ori ation was very obvigps indeed in
the papers given at the mini-congress, This point ig, 1 feel,
particularlyﬁimportant when we are talking about theme: as Ealliday has

stated, thewe is realised by initis] positioning in the English clause, ”
but is not defined by this positicning. as T $id above, we nesd a
“orkable definition of theme which allous ug to operate reliably with

the notien in languages of widely differing typses,

A second bias which emerqged very clearly was tewarde ap Intersst in the
applications of theoretical constructs rather than teowards +the
censtructs themselves, There ic, of course. as  many readers will
protest, an important relationshin  between the two: applization cf a
theoretical construct can provide avidence for o against the validity
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'x further
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has always declared himgelf to be less
psychological phenomenon  than in soclo
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ery interesting and valuable in

ng to particular problems.

rocess-criented orientation
r by Ravelli and also ¢
ny that systemic 1inge
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sharply focused in the central guestic
'merely' represent centrasts available
are intended tc model the cheices actn
This question .has never, to my knoule
let alene unequivocally answered.

into psycholinguistics. This
isn: Robin Fawcett has for many
tive factors in any adaguate
d Dick Hudson, in the days when
vice, at least, to the impor-
The problem is particularly
n of whether system networks
in the language potential, or
ally made by languacge uUSers.

dge, been adequately digcussed

mhe lack of attention to psychelinguist! mentioned - above is,
a

unfortunatsly, just one agpect of what
As 1 have documented in sume detail else
to be rather isolationist in their appre
undeniably interesting and important poi
models and other functional grammars
eystemicists and that of pragmaticians.

[

1 merceive as a wider probklem.
where, systemicists have tended
ach to other models. = There are
nts of contact between systemic
, and also between ‘the uork cf
And yet we have besn slov to

raly to our  colleagues in other traditions, and to take account of

their work in sur own reseal The si
{ag witness, Ffor instance, the wide
functional approaches to textnal siruvchu
to go. In relation to the mi
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spread intersst in Pr baged
re}. but

I though

1
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SYSTEMIC

Oeccasional Papers in Systemlc Linquiatics s & relatively Intocmal
journal which aims to provide an outlet For weliters working within a
systemlc framework, and for those who thare the Lnterests of systenic
lingulsts In function, and in the relation of texts to thelr social
contexts. :

Contents of Yolume 1: When is a system network not a system mnetwock?
{Mligel Gotterf), Intonation and meaning in spontaneous discourse {Afat
El-Menoufy), The lLanguage of alc-traffic control (Asdis 0. Vatnsdall.
Hegotlating new contexts In conversation (Carmel Cloran), Alternative
approsches to casua) conversation in Linguistlc description (Karen
Malcolm}. -

Contents of Voluwe 2: Sentence {nitlal elements in English and their
dlscourse Eunction (Ivan Love), court dlscourse as gence: some
problems and Issues (Sandra Harrls), Interzuptions: & marker of
soclal distance? (Caroline Stalnton).

the price of each volume la £S5, postage included {(f5.50 for buyers
tesident outslde the UX). To place an ordet simply send the tear-off
: right to: Rilary Killler, Dept. of English Studies,

of Hottingham, NG7 IRD, UK.
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Occasional Fapers in Systemic Linguistics

I am pleased to report that Q.R,5.1L, is making steady progress. anumes
1 and 2 have praved to be very successful and are selling wells -We have
now reprinted, so new orders are welcome! _—

We encountered a bit of a hitch with Volume 3. The top cdpy was lost in

- the post between Antwerp and Nottingham, and we ars therefore having to

assemble anew top Copy suitable for photocopying, This is now in
Pragress, and Volume 3 - to include papers by Margaret Berry, Eirian
Davies, Yon Maley, Anne-Marie Simen-Vandenbergen and Ronald Geluykens -
should be unveiled in the near future,

Material for Volume 4 is currently being assembled.

Fapers for future volumes may be sent to either!

Margaret Berry

Department of English Studies
University of Nottingham -
Nottingham NG7 2RD

or

Dirik Neel

TEW

University of Antwerp

Prinsstraat 13 )

B2000 Antwerp Swbmilled Ey:

Belgium Hilary Hillier
Department of English Studies
University of Nottingham
September 1989 -
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Copies of WORD are available fronm
Dr. Ruth Brend, 3363 Burbank Dr. -

Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48105, USa
for $20. (This Volume only.)

WORD

) JOURNAL OF THE

INTERNATIONAL LINGUISTIC ASSOCIATION

SYSTEMS, STRUCTURES, AND DISCOURSE:

SELECTED PAPERS FROM THE FIFTEENTH
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMIC CONGRESS

Guest Editors .

JaAMEs D. BENsoN PETER H. Fries

WILLIAM S. GREAVES CHRISTIAN MATTHIESSEN

Editor of Special .Issues

RUTH M. Brenp |

'v-l
N

VOLUME 40, NUMBERS 1-2 APRIL-AUGUST 1989

COWTENTS

. Preface

THEORY
Systemic models: unity, diversity and change

LANGUAGE, SOCIETY, AND EDUCATION
Semantics and socia) values

Atiributing value (o written texg: Some

implications for linguistics
and interpretation

Barbara Couture
Textual systems: Their use in creation and miscalculation of social
reality Jonathan Fine, Giampiero Bartolucci and Peter Szatmari

Deafness and the social meaning of

‘language ) Jacqueline Anderson

A situation-based approach to !anguage

socialization Bernard Mohan

Applying functional grammar to teaching the writing

of ESL Peter Ragan

DISCOURSE, SYSTEMS AND STRUC]‘URES

Problems of modelling and the applied issues within the

framework of genre srerssreesseceeioi.... .. Eija Ventola

Systemic choices and discourse processes Amy B.M. Tsui

Exploring current issues in. genre theory Berty T.R. Samraj
TEXT STUDIES

Thematic selection and distribution in written

discourse Gill Francis 201

Towards a better measure of readability:

Explanation of empirical
performance results

Leslie A. Olsen & Rod Johnson 223
Cohesive chains and writing

quality Agnes Weiyung Yang 235

Prosodic and non-prosodic cohesion in speech
and writing Martin Davies 253

COMPUTATIONAL ISSUES
Dynamic systemic-functional grammar:
A new [rontier

A computational logic test for complex
system networks
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NETWORK NEWS

EIRIAN DAVIES writes that she is currentiy engaged in the development and
testing of a formal model of semantics and pragmatics of English sentence types.
Her recent publications are as follows:

1988a. ’'On different possibilities in the syntax of English’. In James D,
Benson, Michael J. Cummings and William §. Greaves (eds.). Linguistics in a
Systemic Perspective. Amsterdam: Benjamins, 155-184.

1988b. ’English Questions’. 1In E. Steiner and R. Veltman (eds.). Pragmatics, .
Discourse and Text. Londons Pinter, 28-45,

1989, 'Sentence Types in English Discoﬁrse'. Occasional Papers in Systemic
Linguistics, vol. 3, University of Nottingham, -

forthcoming. Pragmatics and English'biscourse. London: Macmillan.

Address: Department of English, Royal Hollovay and Bedford Ney College, Egham
Bil1l, Egham, Surrey TW200EX, U.K. :

LOUISE RAVELLI writes that she is working on her doctoral thesis

'A dynamic perspective on systemiec functional grammar’, that in 1988
'Grammatical metaphor: an initial analysis’ appeared in

Steiner and Veltman (eds.) Pragmatics, Discourse and Text (Pinter), and that in
1990 she’1l be job hunting. [Ed. Send offers to:] '

Addreés: Louise Ravelli, English Language Research, University 6f’
Birmingham, Birmingham B152TT, U.K.

ZUANGLIN HU presented his Paper ‘A semantic—fﬂnctional-approach to word order
in Chinese’ at the International Conference on Texts and Language Research in
Xian, China, in March 1989, With co-authors Zhu Tongseu and Zhang Delu, he
is writing 'Systemic-Functional Grammar’, forthcoming with Hunan Educational
Publishers. Hu is also working on ’A systemic description of the mood system
in Chinese’ with co-author Thies Li Shajin, and a textbook on Literary
Stylistics, among other projects, , _ '

Address: Department of Engligh, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

MICHAEL 0’TOOLE writes: ‘I am currently completing a book on the Systemic-
Functional semiotic model for analysing visual art forms which I am adapting
from Halliday’s linguistic model.  The book should appear in late 1990/early
1991, A further volume, Explorations in the Semiotics of Art, in which I

am editing further analyses using this model vritten by my colleagues and
students should appear about « + » I would be glad to make
contact with anyone interested in semiotic applications of the systemic model
to any of the arts.’ Contact will be facilitated by 0’Toole’s sabbatical
leave, from July - Dec. 1990, Apart from absences occasioned by the ISC17 at
Stirling and the International Semiotics Institute in Finland in July, as well
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;.the Poetics and Linguistics Association in Amsterdam and the Neo-Formalist
Circle in Oxford in September, he can mainly be found at the University of

‘Wales, where he will be with Robin Fawcett, and the University of Leuven, in

Belgium. Recent publications include:

1988a. Functions of Style. David Birch and Michael 0/Toole (eds.). - London:

': Frances Pinter.

1988b. ’Henry Reed, and what follows the “Naming of Parts"’. In Birch and
0’Toole (eds.).

1989, ’Semiotic systems in painting and poetry'.' In M. Falchikov, C. Poke and
R. Russell (eds.). A Pestschrift for Dennis Vard. Nottingham: Astra Press.

In press a. 'A systemic semiotics of art’. In P. Fries and M. Gregory (eds.).
Digcourse in society: functional perspectives. Norwood, NJ: Ablex. :

In press b. ’A semioties of painting and architecture’. Semiotica. .

Following the Helsinki Congress, ROSEMARY HUISMAN has been engaged in
antiquarian pursuits in the Bodleian in Oxford, before finishing up her leave
by returning to Sydney in October.. She writes: ‘I am continuing work on .
language in poetry, including - as discussed in a paper at the Nottingham
Mini-Congress in July - theme in modern poetry’. Recent publications:

1989a. ‘The three tellings of Beowulf’s fight with Grendel’s mother’. Leeds

. Studies in English, new series XX. .

1989bh. ‘Who speaks. for whom? The search for subjectivity in Browning’s poetry’.
AUMLA 71, 64-87.

Address: Department of English, University of Sydney, Sydney, N.S.W. 2006,
Australia. .

CHRIS BUTLER is undoubtedly looking forward to a study leave for the 1990
summer term. In the meantime he is working on a comparison of SFG and Dik’s
Functional Grammar, and an analysis of computerised corpora of modern spoken
Spanish and English. Butler’s recent publications include:

1988a. ‘Politeness and the semantics of modalised directives in English’, In
J. D. Benson, M. Cummings, and W. 5. Greaves (eds.). Linguistics in a
Systemic Perspective. Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 119-33.

1988b. "Pragmafiés and s?stemic,1inguistics'..Jdurna1 of Pragmatics 12, 83-102.
1988¢c, ‘Systemic linguistics, semantics and pragmatics’. In E. H. Steiner and
R. Veltman (eds.). Pragmatics, Discourse and Text. London: Frances Pinter,
13-27. _ :

1989a. ‘Language and literature: theory and practice. A tribute to Valter
Grauberg’. Nottingham Linguistic Circular special issue. Co-edited with




J. M, Channell and R. A. Cardvell.

1989b. ‘Researching politeness in a second'language. Co-authored with J. M,
Channell, in 1989a, 1-16.

1989¢c. ’Systemic linguistics: unity, diversity and change’, Word 40/1-2, 1-35.

forthcoming a. ’The interpersonal function of language. In V. Prakasam (ed.),
Encyclopaedic Dictionary of Linguistic Terminology (sponsored by the UGC).

forthcoming b. ‘Linguistics and computation’. In N. E. Collinge (ed.),
. Encyclopaedia of Linguistics. London: Croom Helm. : :

forthcoming c¢. ‘Grammatieal structure: a systemic functional pefspective, vol,
2 of Meaning and choice in language: studies for Michael Halliday. Norwood,
NJ: Ablex (co-edited with M. Berry and R. P. Fawcett).

forthcoming d. /0n the concept of an interpersonal metafunction in English.
In forthcoming c.

fortheoming e. ’Qualifications in sclence: modal meanings in scientifie
writing. In W. Nash '(ed.). Writing for academic purposes. Beverly Hills,
London and Nev Delhi: Sage Publications. '

forthcoming £. 'A review of statistical techniques in the analysis of
linguistic data. In D. Coleman and B. Levandowska (eds.). Statistics for
language studies. Lodgz: University of Lodz Press.

forthcoming g. ’Statistics for linguists: some case studies to illustrate
techniques and their applicability. In D. Coleman and B, Levandowska (eds.).
Statistics for language studies. Lodz: University of Lodz Press.

forthcoming h. ’Scale and category grammar. In The encyclopaedia of language
and linguistics. Pergamon Press and Aberdeen University Press.

forthcoming 1. ‘Systemic grammar in applied language studies. In The
encyclopaedia of language and linguisties. Pergamon Press and Aberdeen
University Press.

Address: Department of Linguisties, University of Nottingham, University Park,
Nottingham NG7 2RD,EU.K._

EDUARD HOVY writes in a reflective mood: 'The Computational Linguistics vorld
is in a sad state ‘today, as was brought home to one again recently while I
Spent 2 months at the IBM NL Research Centre in Stuttgart, Germany. Over and
over I heard the opinion that, while Systemic Linguistics is an interesting
endeavour, its lack of rigorous formalisation (and, of course, the rather
idiosynecratic terms used) make it inappropriate as a mainstream contender in
their (computational) terms. This is a pity, since the computational Mafia
contols a lot of research money and we could with their help (or even interest)
make our research environments a lot more comfortable. But there is some hope,
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icularly in the new developments on a process-oriented view of: Systemic
mar. In this respect there is quite a lot to be learned from computation,
nd anyone interested can read much of their work with profit’. Hovy is
surrently engaged in ‘planning out by computer, coherent paragraphs (and
- hopefully longer texts) using Mann and Thompson’s RST and larger more structured
objects (similar, in spirit, to Hasan’s GSPs)’. Current publications:

1988a. ‘Planning coherent multisentential text’. American Association of
Computational Linguistics Conference,.

1988b. The Penman Primes, User Guide, and Manual. (with the Penman Group.)

1989a. ’Some open issues in the planning of paragraphs’. European Workshop
on Text Generation.

1989b. ’Focusing your RST’ (with K. McCoy). 11th Conference of Cognitive
Science Society. ‘

Address: Information Sciences Institute, 4676 Admiralty Way, Marina del
Rey, CA 90292-6695, U.S.A. -

PAUL TENCH, ex-UVIST now University of Wales, Cardiff, successfully defended a
thesis entitled 'The roles of intonation in English discourse for PhD in
January 1988. The thesis is written within the general framework of Halliday’s
description of English intonation, but takes into account many more recent
developments, including ‘discourse intonation’ (Brazil et al) and the work of
Ladd, Liebermann, Brown and Cruttenden.. Copies are available from P.. Tench,
School of English Studies, Journalism and Philosophy, University of Wales
College of Cardiff, P.0, Box 94, Cardiff, Wales, CFl 3XE for £12.50. Cheques
should be made out to ‘University of Wales College of Cardiff’,

INGEGERD BACKLUND is engaged in testing the hypothesis that the structural
anlysis used to reveal hierachical structure in spoken and written monologue
can also be used to analyse hierarchical relations in conversation. She
vrites: ’the hypothesis will be tested on various types of conversation and
I will try to identify possible verbal signals of structural relations’.
Recent publications are as follows: : .

1988. ‘Grounds for prominence. On hierarchies and grounding in English
expository text’. Studia Neophilologica 60Q: 37-61.

1989a. ‘On hierarchies and prominence in English expository speech as compared
vith expository writing’. Papers from the Eleventh Scandinavian Conference

of Linguistics, vol. 2: 310-32, Jussi Niemi (ed.). Jouesuu Studies in
Languages 15. _

1989b. ‘Cues to the audience. On some structural markers in English
monologue’. Instead of flowers: papers in honour of Mats Rydén. Umed Studies
in the Humanities 90: 29-39, ' '
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"A Discourse-based Approach to the Assessment of Readability"

by Leslie A. Olsen and Rod Johnson a eared in Linguisti
and Education, Volume 1, Number 3, ngg. nguistles

Christine C. Pappas, University of Illinois at Chicago
(Department of Education), won an NCTE Research award
for her project, 'The Ontogenesis of the Registers

of Written Language: Young Children's Sense of the
Story and Information Book Genres",

end of Network News

Join the NETWORK Network

The ALRYG. (Applied Linguistics Research Working Group) at
Glendon College in Toronto has an up-to-date list of the e-mail
addresses of Systemicists. If you would like to be included,
gsend your address to GL250012@YUVENUS.BITNET. You will be added
to the list and sent a copy by return mail. If you would like to
use this very useful form of communication, but aren’t sure how

to do it, don’t be afraid to be persistent with your computer
experts. :

Job

Assistant Professor, tenure track, in General Linguistics
with emphasis in ESL, reading, sociolinguistics, second
Tanguage acquisition and/or English grammar. PhD required/
publications preferred. Position begins in the fall of 1990
and requires commitment to teaching composition. Apply

and send resume by November 22, 1989, to Francis Molson,
Chair, English Department, Central Michigan University,

Mt. Pleasant, MI, USA, 48859. CMU is an AA/EQ institution.

- Please send any change of address to Peter H. Fries
Box 310, M. Pleasant, MI, USA, 48804 ' ’

TSsc: 17 — Sestaud — 1990
TSC 18— Tokyo — (99|
sc 19— Qus o = 1992

YOUR NETWORK NEWS SHEET IS DUE FEBRUARY 1, 1990.
Please send it to James D. Benson soon.
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"A Discourse-based Approach to the Assessment of Readability"

by Leslie A. Olsen and Rod Johnson appeared in Linquisti
and Education; Volume 1, Number 3, 1589_ _1ngujst1cs

Christine C. Pappas, University of Illinois at Chicago
(Department of Education), won an NCTE Research award
for her project, 'The Ontogenesis of the Registers

of Written Language: Young Children's Sense of the
Story and Information Book Genres".

end of Ne+work News

Join the NETWORK Network

The ALRWG (Applied Lingulstics Research Working Group) at
Glendon College in Torontc has an up-to~date list of the e-mail
addresses of Systemicists, If you would like to be included,
send your address to GL250012@YUVENUS.BITNET. You will be added
to the list and sent a copy by return mail. If you would like to
use this very useful form of communication, but aren’t sure how

to do it, don’t be afraid to be' persistent with your computer
experts. : _ _

Job.

Assistant Professor, tenure track, in General Linguistics
with emphasis in ESL, reading, sociolinguistics, second
Tanguage acquisition and/or English grammar. PhD required/.
publications preferred. Position begins in the fall of 1990
and requires commitment to teaching composition. Apply

and send resume by November 22, 1989, to Francis Molson,
Chair, English Department, Central Michigan University,

Mt. Pleasant, MI, USA, 48859. CMU is an AA/EO institution.

~ Please send any change of address to Peter H. Fri
Box 310, Mt. Pleasant, MI, USA, 48804 T

—sc: 17 — ScotHoud — 1990
ITSC:I I3 — Tokyo - 199
rsSc 19— Qus Yo — ]Q?a_

YOUR NETWORK NEWS SHEET IS DUE FEBRUARY 1, 1990.
Please send it to James D. Benson soon.
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University Press has this year produced a revised version of the B.Ed
rse on children's writing development. The original version, punblished in
4, came out under the title Children Writing. The revised version,
hublished this year, is called Writing in Schools. The first two sections of the

§ Course Study Guide written by Frances Christie and Joan Rothery, offer
introductory accounts of the systemic functional grammar and of a range of

¢~ genres for teaching writing in schools.

The Course Reader has readings by Jim Martin on Techni li ction
_ the cre ecialised texts, and a reading. by Janet White,
Th W, ‘tin on wall : e Innin r end of g girl’ eer. There is also an

interesting report on a large study involving genre-based approaches to the
teaching of genres in secondary history and science teaching. It is written by
Jo McNamara of the Catholic Education Office Melbourne. One other excellent
reading is worthy of mention; a paper by Pam Gilbert of James Cook
University, Townsville, called Stoning the romance : girls as resistant readers

and writers. Like Janet White's paper, this one makes a good contribution to
the study of issues of sexism and gender in English language program..

Copies of the Writing in Schools Study Guide and Reader may be ordered by

-writing to the Deakin University Press, Geelong Victoria Australia, 3217. The
Study Guide costs $27.50 Aus. and the Reader is $22.50 Aus. Additiona.l
postage and handling will be charged

Good news on another matter. The Deakin monograph series on L;_mguage in
Education at last have international distribution. Oxford University Press is
now selling these in all parts of the world outside of Australia. Since numbers
of people have complained of difficulties in purchasing these volumes from
Australia, it is good to be able to report on their more ready availability.

One other matter - Ian Reid, Professor of English Literature at Deakin
University has brought out a little volume on The Place of Genre in Learning:
Current Debates. This includes Australian contributors such as Frances
Christie, Jim Martin, Joan Rothery, Gunther Kress, Ken Watson, Wayne
Sawyer, Ann Freedman and Bill Green. John Dixon of the UK has also
contributed. For people interested to catch up on "genre debates" Australian
style, this is a useful little volume. Deakin University Press is selling the book
at $10.95 Aus. Postage and handling costs also apply




- [UPCOMING EVENTS |

Please send notices of upcoming events to the Editors of NETWORK.

Two Events to Mark the Opening of the International Year
of Literacy at Deakin University. R :

The Inaugural Australian Systemics Network Conference
on Literacg in Social Processes, 18th - 21st January,
1990, . | -

A Summer School for Teachers on the Systemic Functional
Grammar, 21st-25th January, 1990. - -

An Internationa) Sgstemics Conference is held in & different part of
the world each year. For some time the growing number of
systemicists in Australia have wanted to hold their own annuai

reflects the fact that systemicists have s particular prec'c'cupation '
with language in sociai processes. They therefore expect to make g
useful contribution to the development of new perspectives on the
nature of literacy. In fact, systemicists have many and varied
research interests in language, so the potentia] range of papers .
offered at the Conference wil no doubt address s range of other
issues to do with language as well.

Plenary speakers wil inciude a number of wel Known systemic
linguists in Australia, as well as other well known linguists who
work in different but usefully related traditions of linguistic
research. The speakers wiil include:

‘Michael Halliday Clere Painter

Michael Clyne Allan Luke

David Butt Terry Threadgold

Christian Matthiessen Rugaiya Hasan

As well as the Plenary Papers, the program will involve a number of
concurrently run sessions of 45 minute papers, and on the final day
there will be a series of workshaps,

The Summer Schaol for teachers on the Systemic Functional
Grammar {s designed to meet the needs of o growing body of
teachers who have expressed interest in finding out more about an
approach to grammar which focuses on text and upon the
exploration of language as a meaning system. The Summer Schoo]
will be taught by a number of linguists and educationa] linguists
who include:
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Jim Martin Frances Christie
Clare Painter Joan Rothery
Christian Matthiessen John Carr _
Michael Halliday ~ Geoff Williams
David Butt Helen Drury.

The program for the Summer School will aim to teach part1c1pants
an introduction to the study of language in terms of the systemic

. functional grammar. While some lectures will be used, students
will aiso work in small groups, being tutored on the grammar, and
learning ways to apply what they learn to actual texts, both spoken
and written. It is of course open to people to attend both the .
Inugural Conference and the Summer School if they wish to do so,
though the two activities will be designed differentiy. The Summer
School in particuler will be designed for people with no prior
knowledge of the Systemic Functional Grammer.

Members of the Organising Committee for the Conference and the
Summar School are:

Frances Christie - Deakm Un1versitg

J.R. Martin- Sydney University

Anne Cranny-Francis- University of WOllongong

David Butt- Macquarie University

Geoff Williams- Sydney University

Clare Painter- Sydney University

William McGregor - La Trobe University.

Some information about the setting for both the Conference and
Summer School,

Participants will be accommodated in a comfortable residential
college at Deakin University, which lies on the outskirts of the
rural city of Geelong. Participants travelling from interstate will
need to take the Gull bus from Melbourne Airport to travel to
Geelong. Hence when booking flights they should ask the airiine to
check the Gull timetable and give them flights that match the bus
service. There are quite frequent buses throughout the day. Once you
have reached the Gull bus terminal in Geelong, you will need to take
a short taxi ride to the Deakin Residential College.

Facilities on campus sre good. There are tennis and squash courts, a
weight room and a sauna, and there is plenty of space for those who
like to jog. A swimming pool is only three kilometres away. There

is a branch of the ANZ Bank on campus a small shop and a students’

cafeteria.
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The summer months in Geelong can be very pleasant. You are
advised however, that there can often be s cold snap, so you should
bring a change of warm clothing. In the event of any sudden cold
weather, each residential room has good heating facilities.

Conference participants will be fully catered for, while Summar
School participants will receive breakfast and dinner-as well as .
morning and afternoon teas. The cafeteria will be availabie for -
them’to buy their own lunches. On the two accompanying sheets you
are asked to fill in your registration details. -

A CALL FOR PAPERS.

Interested persons are invited to submit abstracts for papers for

the Conference no later than 30th September 1989 to:

Pr. William McGregor
Department of Linguistics
La Trobe University
Bundoora, Victoria, 3083.

When preparing an abstract, please follow the 'follow.ing simple.
steps: o '
- 1) Use A4 paper:
2) Create reasonable margins;
3) Type the informetion, starting with your name,
then your institution, followed by the title and
a resume of what you intend to argue. '




i 50 al

gcesse

Ms Frances Christie
School of Education
Deakin University

I Mail this form to:

please)

1)_Conference registration: $150.00
Full time Student rate $75.00

(Conference registration must
be paid in full when mailing this form)

2) Accommeodation
($26 x 3 nights)

(For those requiring accommodation & meals

a deposit of $40.00 is required)
Breakfast in units

(85 x 3)

Lunches

(39 % 4)

Dinners

($13x 2) $26.00
4 Conference dinner (includes drinks)

$15.00

$36.00

(This must be paid for when $25.00
mailing this form)

Morning and afternoon teas

($2 % 6) ' $12.00

(For those requiring catering only
a deposit of &40.00 is required)

TOTAL TO BE PAID BY YOU
DEPOSIT PAID WHEN MAILING THIS FORM

* Note: Any Conference participants requiring vegetarian food,
please state briefly the nature of your food requirements:

$78.00

tratmn Form for Lhe Inugural Austraﬁgn Systemics

8ih-21st Januar

Geelong, Victoria 3217.

Please make cheques payable to: First Australian Systemics
Conference/Summer School. (Payments in Australian dollars

Write in the right hend column the emount owed and total up please: |

$
N
$
$
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Workshops at the Inugural Systemic Linguistics Conference are set

out here. Please list first, second and third preferences on this
form and mail back with the registration form, :

Warksh Leaders . d choi e
1 Grammar Christian Matthiessen

Chris Nesbitt C —

2 Conversational
structure . J.R. Martin
Suzanne Eggins

3 Semiotics Gunther Kress
Anne Cranny-Francis

4 Semantic
variation Rugaiya Hasan
Carmel Cloran

3 Language
development Michael] Helliday
Clare Painter-

. 6) Educational

linguistics Joan Rothery
Peter Knapp

7 Classroom -
interaction Frances Christie .
Linda Gerot




istration Form for the Summer School for Teachers on-th'e
temic Functional Grammasr, 21st-25th January 1990,

Mail this form to:  Ms Frances Christie
' School of Education
Geelong, Victoria, 3217.

Please make cheques payable to: First Austr"alian Systemics ;
Conference/Summer School. (AUSTRALIAN DOLLARS PLEASE) |
Write amount owed in right hand column and totel it up piease: '

| Summer School registration fee $250.00 b S
(This fee must be peid in full when -

mailing this form)

2 Accommodation
($26 x 4) $104.00 S
(A deposit of $40.00 is required)

3 Catering*

Breakfasts in units _

($5 x4) $ 20.00 o

Dinners ' i
($13x 3) $ 39.00 $ |
4 Conference dinner (includes drinks)$ 17.00 $ |
(This must be paid for when mailing

this form) i
TOTAL TO BE PAID BY YOU i

DEPOSIT PAID WHEN MAILING THIS FORM . S I

* NOTE: Those requiring vegetarian meals should write a brief note
about their needs: '




Routledge (1989 catelog) now distributes Edward Arnold in the USA

BOOK NEWS

Literary Slylistics and Critical Linguistics

The Interface Series .
Series Edited by Ron Carter

** A linguiss deaf [0 the poetic function of .
Ianguage and a titerary scholar Indifferht 1o
linguistic problems and unconversant with
linguistle methods, are equally Nagrany .
hrOniEms.™ v~ R Iakoh

chainnan, Ron Carter, has develaped the
INTERFACE series to examine topics &t the
“imerface™ of language studies and literury
criliciam and in 50 doing build bridges

This siatement, made aver fwenty-five years'

20 is aor fexs relevant tlay, ond ‘*Mlagrant
anachroniams™ s1ill abound. Routledge,
working in conjunction wilh ihe Poetics and
Linguistics Association (PALA)Y and [

belween these irsditionally divided ditci-
Pplines.

“Liwerary is & firml ished
interdisciplinary feld... The INTERFACE
series offers siudents and teachers a rich

Forthcemting

range of new and revealing perspectives on
bolh traditional and contemporary literry
topice."" — Roger Fowler, University of
East Anglia

""On the planes of theory, descriplion and
classroam praciice, vhis series will do much
10 support and enhance work at the interface
of language and diterature’ —=M.A.K.
Halliday, Sydney University

Language, Literature and Critical Practice

David Birch

Cuntemiponarg, phitosophical, culiural.
petitical und socioligieal influeres have had
1 erugial impact on the way in which we
appsvach-ond unidersiend exis. Langunge,
Literature and Critical Practice i

commentry, inlvduging the reader tor 1he
fundanwnial distingtion betweea *“aciusl'"
aid **vinual'* words in critical pracrice end
theurics of langusge, and elucidating the

the miajor consequenwes of these inlluences
on textuul analysi and she role of language
within it, and pruvitles an overview of
vevelor in fanguag J criticism
in iha twentieth centory,

Uring a widc-ranging variciy of teats. the
auttuw reviews and ¢valuates an equally
ide-rangting varicty of appreaches 10 textal

y preclice of furw texts
mean.

David Birch Is 2t Murdoch University,
Aystratia,

Routledge April [9E9 256
415-0M2-4  #AM0 $39.98Cloih
0415029414 #AN24 S13.95iPaper
{Can, o} $31.00; pb $12.50)

An Intreduction to
Funclional Grammar
M.AK, Hailiday

Edward Arnold 1985 420 pp
O TINL60658  #A2946  $19.98Paper
INCRY

Learning How to Mean

Explorations in the Development of
Language

M.AK. Halliday

Ldward Aranld 1978 256 pp 0-7131-6254.7
#A2%0 $12.95Paper (NCR]

Language as a Social
Semiotic

M.A.K. Halliday

Edward Arnold 1974 256 pp

O.T10-6259-T  #AZ9S8  SZ0.95/Paper
INCRY

Studies in Discourse
Analysis

Edited by Martln Montgom
and Malcoim Coulthar v
RKP 1981 22} pp

O-T10¢-0810.5 ;VDS s 315,98/Puper
{Cun. pb $21.001

r--_-—-—““------m_-——-“—----“-------_H--—--"--—
| k Ol'der Form Please cut out this order form, enclose in an envelope and mail,
] Routledge, Chapman and Hall, Inc. * 23 West 35th Street » New York, NY 10001-2291
: ] Customer Servica U.5, (212) 244-6412
! l We request all individual orders be pre-pald. Pleass Include shipping charges e table below) and taes. Can, (800) 634.7064
W applicable. ) ) ) _
h v wedian o ill b Indicated with “NCR,* and, converstly, tilles foe which we
l I?:‘:E:’U“.’:‘kr?lmI:u‘:ﬁ’b:"incdu‘:le;gy “nxll'};‘AI]'b;« E:.’ ;vfar‘:n price means that the price i appronimate. - Matoe
I Canadlan cuntomar) Please pay in Canadlan dellat by check or credlt card, Tha Canadfan dollar price ln
i l thown in brachule at ihe end ol ¢ach Uik antey.
| i I O Please seod ma the lollowlag baoks. 1
| O 1 have Included my chesk or mondy grdﬂlu the full amount due, made out ko
i 1 "Roufltdge, Chapman and Hal, fne.
[ l 3 Charge my credit tardh ©) MasterCard 0 VISA D Amarican Express O Dtnar's Club
| i {Mintmes pucshate for credt eard oederh 1000 5., $13.00 CAN.)
i My credih eard stcount numbar i Address, -
e l i Shipping charges
il I Irbook  Ea, addr]
! l Explons US.A. US 8173 US %073
Cansds CANSLSS CANSLOO
i l Couder not watid wilhoul ugasturel
| U, o Can,
1 Chy. Tule ehph Stock § Price Talaph
! EXAMINATION COPLES
' 1§ you would |Ike to cecelve an examinailon copyliest
' of any of the books listed, please tend your reau=st
en your college or universily leilerhead, Please
1 Indigate the name of the course for which you are
I considering each book as well ap ity approximate
I 1l and book eureently in use. Exam coples
. ' are sent on 90-day approval, and are accompanied
| Subtotal by an involce dﬁe:li 95 :Ij:’l frc;m daflel_:l processing.
igi i R Invoice is cancelled with adoption of 12 or more
| Seack & v a &3 digit number preceding price of book in N ] residants, a0d sales tax ::;7::;r il book is nlumul.PTo abtain cancellavion,
1 eaehlilng, : Shipgi ' nd handl return Invoice with course informalion.
PRIng AN [ Prinedin U.5.A. ,
. Groe table above P:::‘ ul': JubpcrIe ‘1“?“1:'38 r
I TOTAL b G052 A B €
1
|




LANGUAGE TOPICS

ESSAYS IN HONOUR OF

MICHAEL HALLIDAY

SRS I AMING PUBLISHING COMPANY b

7HA AMSTERDAM - Holland - Tel. 020738156 - Telex 15798

LANGuAGE TOPICS

An international collection of papers by
colleagues, students and admirers of
~ Professor Michael Halliday-
to honour him on his retirement

Edited by

ROSS STEELE and TERRY THREADGOLD

The papers in these volumes have been produced by colieagues, students
and admirers of Michael Halliday. They refiect the main themes in Michael
Halliday's work but do not necessarily start from an acceptance of his posi-
tion. Volume | covers such topics as the Prague and London schools of lin-
guistics, language development, general semiotics and language change
and language in different cultural contexts. Volume Il deals with the function-
ing of language at the fexico-grammatical, phonological and discourse leveis
and with extensions of Halliday's exploration of language as social semiotic.
included are an interview wjth Michael Halliday and a comprehensive bib-
liography of his works. Both-volumes demonstrate the enormous range and
depth of Michael Halliday's writing and influence.

2 volumes 1170 pages, Clothbound Price Hfl. 400,~/% 160.00
Date of publication: October 1987
ISBN 1-55618-028-X/90 272 2042 5 (sel)

1-55619-029-8/90 272 2043 3 (VoL ) / 1-55618-030-1/90 272 2044 1 (Vol. I}
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cal note: MICHAEL A'K. HALLIDAY

ael Halliday was bomn in Leeds, England, in 1825, He took his B.A. at London Univer-

sity in Chinese ‘Iariguage and literature, then studied linguistics as a graduate student, first

in China (Peking University and Lingnan University, Canton) and then at Cambridge.
where he received his Ph.D. in 1955,

After holding appointiments at Cambridge and Edinburgh he went to University Col-
lege London in 1963, as Director of the Communication Research Centre. There he
directed two research projects, one in the Linguistic Propeities of Scientific English and
the other in Linguistics and English Teaching: the iatter produced Breakthrough to Liter-
acy tor lower primary and Language in Use for secondary schools. In 1965 he was
appointed concurtently Professor of General Linguistics, with responsibility for buitding
up a new depariment in this subject. He remained at University College London until the
end of 1870. From 1973 to 1975 he was Professor of Linguistics at the University of
Nlinois, Chicago Gircle. At the beginning of 1976 he became Professor in the Departrent
of Linguistics at the University of Sydney, and was Head of this department for the first ten
years of its existence,

He taught on the Linguistic Society of America’s summer Linguistic institutes in 1964
(Iridiana). 1966 (University of California, Los Angeles) and 1973 {Michigan}, and was
elecled to honorary membership of the Sociely in 1978. He has held visiting professor-
ships at Yale, Brown, the University of California, Irvine and the University of Nairobi; and
in 1972-1973 was a Fellow of the Center for Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences
at Stanford, California. In 1986 he was the Lee Kwan Yu visiling scholar at the University
of Singapore. In 1969 he was awarded an honorary doctorate at the University of Nancy,
France, and in 1981 he received the David H. Russell Award for Distinguished Research
in the Teaching of English from the National Council of Teachers of English {U.S.A.).

His current research interests are the semantics and grammar of modern English;
language development in early childhood; text inguistics and register variation; educa-
tional applications of linguistics; and arfificial intelligence, in which he is associated with
the "Penman’ project al the Information Sciences Institute, University of Southern Califor-
nia.

About the editors

.

Ross Steele is Associale Professor in French .at the University of Sydney, foundation
president of the Applied Linguistics Association of Australia and vice-president of the
International Associalion of Applied Linguistics. He is author of books on language teach-
ing methodology and French civilisation. Terry Threadgoid is Senior Lecturer in Early
English Literature and Language at the University of Sydney. She has written on lan-
guage and ideology, semiotic theory and systemic-functional stylistics, She is co-author
of textbooks on grammar and applied linguistics — Grammar; its Nature and Terminology
(1983) and inside Language {1985) — and ediled and introduced Semiotics-Ideology-
Language (1986) with E. Grosz, Gunther Kress and-Michael Halliday,

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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Introduction: Ross Steele

Comprehensive bibliography of books and articles by M.A K. Hafiday.

1. Starting Points

Frantiek Danes (Czechosiovak Academy of Scitnces): Semtence patierns and predicate clas-
ses.

Jan Firbas (University of Brno}: On two starting points of comrmunication,

Petr Sgall (Charles Universily, Czechosiovakia). The position of Czech linguistics in theme-focus
research. .

Eugenie J.A. Henderson (University of London). J.R. Firthin retrospect: aview from the eighlies.

John LM. Trim (Centre for information on Language Teaching and Aesearch, London): Daniel .

Jones’ “classical” madei of pronunciation Iraining: an applied linguistic revaluation.

Peler Strevens (Wolfson College, Cambridge): The Linguistic Sciences and Language Teaching

revisited.

2. Language Development

Michael Ciyne (Monash University}: “Don’lyou get bored speaking only English?” — Expressions
of metalinguistic awareness in a bilingual child.

Jerorne C. Harste (Indiana University): Toward practical iheory: Halliday applied. .

Katherine Nelson and Elena Levy{Cily Universily of New York}: Devetopment of referential cohe-
sion in a child’s monologues,

Christine C. Pappas (University of Kentucky): Explbr_ing proto-reading.

John Regan (Claremont Graduate School. California), Zhao Shuming and Xiao-Ling Hong (Narit-
ing University, P.R.C.): Before speaking: across cultures.

Colwyn Trevarthen (University of Edinburgh}: Sharing makes sense: intersubjectivity and the
making of an infan’s meaning,

Gordon Wells (Ontario Institute for Studies Education} and Mary Gutfreund (Universily of Bristol):
The development of conversation,

3. Sign, Context and Change

Kenneth L. Pike (Summer Institute of Linguistics, Dallas). Today

Thomas A. Sebeok (Indiana University}: In hoc signo vinces: sign design.

R.J. Handscornbe (York University, Toronto}: George Herbert's Love Itf and its many mansions,

Braj 8. Kachru (University of fincis, Urbana). The past and prejudice: toward de-mythologizing
the English canon.

_Angus Mcintosh (Gayre Institute for Medieval Engfish and Scottish Dialectology. University of

Edinburgh)): Writing systems and-language change in English,

Adam Makkai (University of lllinois, Chicago}. On the major diseases of linguistics with some
suggested cures and antidotes. T ’ ’

Jacob L. Mey (Odense University}: "Breaking the Seal of Time™:the pragmatics of poetics,

Peter Newmark (University of Surrey); The use of systemic linguistics in trans!ation analysis and
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Bernard Pottier (Université de Paris - Sorbonne}:Le graphémique et Niconique dans le message.

Andrew Schiler (University of lliinois, Chicago). Order and entropy in natura! language.

W.C. Watt (University of California): Sign and signifex. .

Colin Yaliop {(Macquarie University) The practice and theory of translation.

4, Language Around the World )

Bernard Comrie (Universily of Southern Californig): Grammalical relations, semantic roles and
topic-comment structure in a New Guinea Highland language: Harway.

Yamuna Kachru (University of Hiinois, Urbanal: Toward a bilingual dictionary of idioms: Hindi-
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Joan Maw (University of London): Mind your language: conscious and unconscious structuring |n

Swahili.
Seiji Shibata {Naruto Kyoiku National University): Place-name study in Japan.
Shivendra K. Verma (Central Institute-of English and Foreign Languages. Hyderabad). Teaching
Enghsh as @ second language in india: focus on objectives. i
John Piatt (Menash University); Communicalive functions of particles in Singapore English.
Michae! Walsh (University of Sydney). The impersonal verb construction in Australian languages.
Stephen A. Wurm {Australian Natioral Universily); Seraantics and world view inlanguages of the

Santa Cruz Archipelago, Solomon Islands.
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WBLUME XXV

‘Texthook of Current Research

Second Language Discourse

This volume presenis up-to-date research on
second language discourse. Particular atention is

interaction. The stucdies in this book are not
restricted (o any particular realm of second
language learning and teaching, but cover both
theory and applied concerns, experimental -
studies and theoretical frameworks, teaching and
evaluation in the classroom, and both writing
and speaking. The studies clearly are concerned

acquisition and use. Combinations of social
situation, speaker characteristics, task
characteristics and psycholinguistic factors are

CONTENTS: The Place of Discourse in Second
Language Study, Jonathan Fine. The Bulge: A
Theory of Speech Behavior and Social Distance,
Nessa Wolfson. Variations in Classroom
Interaction as a Function of Perception Pattern
and Task, Teresa Pica and Catherine Doughty.
What Kind of Flower is That? An Alternative
Model for Discussing Lessons, John Fanselow. A
Sociolinguistic Paradigm for Bilingual
Proficiency Assessment, Helen.B. Slaughter.
Evaluation of Minerity Student Writing in First

given 1o the development of writing, memory and

with the interaction of factors in second language

*edited by Jonathan Fine, Bar-llan University

considered simultaneously 1o understand the
process of second language acquisition and use.
The commiiment of the authors to multiraceted
approaches to second language discourse avoids
simplistic findings and concommitant theories
based on single variables.

Readers will have available current original
research on a range of issues in the development
of discourse spanning preschool children,
elementary and high school students, through
university 10 older adults, The range of
approaches is wide, linguistically and cognitively
informed, and detailed enough Lo be useful 10
rescarchers and educational practitioners,

and Second Languages, Michee! Canale,
Normand Frenette, and Monique Belanger.
Second Language Comprehension Processes:
Theories and Methods, Yuval Wolf and Juel
Walters, Integration of First Language Malerial
in Second Language Comprehension, Joef
Walters and Yuval Wolf. Author Index. Subject
fndex.

1988/208 pages

ISBN: 0-89291-413-4/$37.50

VOLUME XXVI

Systemic Functional
Approaches To Discourse

Selected Papers from the 12th International Systemic Workshop

edited by James D), Benson and William S. Greaves, holh,' York University

This volume, like the previous Systemic
Perspectives on Discotirse, Volumes [ and 2
{Ablex, 1985), offers an overview of current
work in systemic linguistics of particular
relevance to the study of discourse. The volume '
opens with Fawcett’s proposed criteria for-
evaluating system networks, the fundamental
formalism of systemic linguistics, The chapters
which follow illustrate the range of discourse
topics in which Systemicists are interested, The
remaining chapters in the volume show how the
study of discourse stimulates the development of
systemic linguistics as an analytic tool. The
volume concludes with three chapters with an
historical dimension,

CONTENTS: What Makes a *‘Good’* System
Network Good—Four Pairs of Concepts for
Such Evaluations, Robin P. Fawceil. iscourses
in Conlflict: Heteroglossia and Text Semantics,
Jay L. Lemke. The Logical Relations in
Exchanges, Eija Ventola. Casual Conversation:
A Message Focused Register, Karen Malvolm.
LE CAMP: Discourse in a Bilingual Seuting,
James D. Benson, William 8. Greaves and Junine
Schulz. Dominance in Sikaritai Nacrative, David

L. Martin and fvan Lowe. Functional Co-
occurrence Restrictions in the Fairy Tale, Lindu
Rashidi. Representational Issues in Systemic
Functional Grammar, Christian Matihiessen.
Systemic Grammar and Functional Unification
Grammar, Robert Kusper, Toward a Systemic
Anthropology, B.N. Colby. Language as a Form
of Goal-Directed Action: The Analyses of a
Moral Dilemma, Erich H. Steiner. Hypotactic
Recursive Systems in English: Toward a -
Functional Interpretation, James R. Martin. The
Thematization of Propositional Arguments, Fred
Bowers, Some Advances in Clause Relational
Theory, Michael P, Jordan, Systemic Insights
into Phonological Universals, Carol C. Mock,
Systemic Linguistics and Literary History: A
Proposal, Gordon Fulton, The Realization of
Qld English Behatan, Eugene Green. How to
Analyze Polysemous Words Using Firthian Prin-
ciples, CoD, Jeffery. Author Index. Subject
Index, '
1988/384 pages
1SBN: 0-839%1-403-7/%565.00 (Inst.)

$35.00 (Pers.)
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Meaning and Choice in Language:
Studies for Michael Halliday

. edited by

Ruqaiya Hasan - . LR Martin

Macquarie University

Sydney University
Sydney, Australia |

Syndey, Australia

Volume XXVII in the Series
ADVANCES IN DISCOURSE PROCESSES

Roy O. Freedle, Editor

ABLEX PUBLISHING CORPORATION -
" NORWOOD, NEW JERSEY

LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT: LEARNING:

: 1 This is the firsrt volume in a three book festschrift for
'(I '

(’1 M.A.K. Halliday

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Foreword ix
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6. Systemical-Functional Lin
curriculum 257
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Fiiage Development
; i.qnguuge. Learning Culture
Macquarie University and James.R. Martin, Sydney University

the seminal work of Halliday in Learning How

16 Mean and explores his idea that learning one’s

mother tongue involves learning language,
_learning through language, and learning about

‘Jugaiya Hasan,

¢ is the first to explore the
ations of functional theories of language
'Iobmcm for understanding what is involved
1 learning how to mean. The volume develops

language. It contains articles which address the
guestion of tanguage development from these
three perspectives; The volume thus représents a
thoroughly functional account of issues
significant Lo any examination of language
development, interpreting the term development
widely rather than in the narrow ways typical of
the formal approaches to language learning.
Accordingly, development is presented not as
something which is completed by an early age but
as a continuing process. The volume begins with
learning the first language at home, describes
how the learning of Tanguage and of culture are
closely related pursuits, and goes on to examine
the question of language development Irom the
same functional perspective in the school
environment, both for first and second language
learners.

Such an account of language learning presents
-a more coherent picture of what children can do
and actuatly do with their language. Approaching
language as a resource for meaning, the chapters

" make contributions to the readers’ understanding -

in two ways: they cleatly indicate the enabling
power of language in the life of an individual and
the individual’s community; at the same time

they aiso indicate the implications of such an
approach to the teaching of language. The
volume argues that educational theory dnd
practice need to be aware of the social
perspective in language development.
CONTENTS: {ntroduction. Learning Language,
A Functional View of Language Development,
Claire Painter. The Object of Language, David
G. Buit. Learning Through Language: The
Social Construction of Gender, Carmel Cloran.
Language Development in Education, Frances
Christie. Learning About Language, Joan
Rothery. Systemic Functional Linguistics and Its
Appiications to the TESOL Curriculum, Janer
Jones, Sandra Goliin, Helen Drury and Dorothy
Economou. The Program in Linguistics and
English Teaching, University College London
1964-1971, David Mackay, John Pearce and
Geaffrey Thornton. Bibliography. Author Index.
Subject Index.

1983/400 pages
ISBN: 0-89391-443-6/859.50 (Inst.)
$35.00 (Pers.)

VOLUME XXXVII
- Pragmatics, Discourse and Text

Some Systemic Approaches

___‘_———_——h———————ﬂ_‘———-
Erich H. Steiner, [4/ EUROTRA-D and University of Saarland, and Robert Veltman,
University of Kent at Canterbury . i :

This volume reports on recent progress in the
application of systemic linguistics to discourse
-analysis and text structure, It thus subsumes
work from the fields of analysis of literary texts,
the theory of context and genre, and pragmatics
in so far as it relates 10 text structure. Part One
illustrates the interaction between systemic

towards sernantics is beginning to break down.
CONTENTS: Introduction, Erich H. Steiner and
Robert Veltman, MEETING THE CHAL- .
LENGE OF PRAGMATICS. Systemic Linguis-
tics, Semantics and Pragmatics, C.S. Butler.
English Questions: A Significance Generating
Device, £.C. Davies. EXPLORATIONS IN
THEMATIC STRUCTURE AND
INFORMATION STRUCTURE. Thematic
Fronting with and without Pronominal
Reinforcement: The Meaning and Distribution of
“Left Dislocated' and “*Topicalized" Structures
in Discourse, Daniel Kies. Functional Sentence
Perspective in the Context of Systemic
Functional Grammar, M.P. Willianis.
Thematization in Legislalive Language: The
Observation of Bentham and Coode in Relation
to the FG Definition of Theme, F. Bowers.

linguistics and pragmatics. Part Two explores
systemic concepts in the field of thematic
structure and information structure of the clause.
Part Three explores the discourse analysis
dimensions of texts. The final section illustrates
how the apparent opposition between interaction

and cognition in the orientation of systemicists

INSIGHTS FROM DISCOURSE ANALYSIS.
The Structure of Family Conversation in Yoruba
English, Fenmi Akindele. From iltocution to
Syntactie and Prosodic Realization in Making
Reguests, G. Tucker. THE TEXT AS A
PRODUCT OF INTERACTION AND
COGNITION. Grammatical Metaphor: An
Initiai Analysis, L./, Raveifi. Cohesion in
Spoken Arabic Texts, Yowell Y. Aziz. Text
Structure and Text Semantics, Jay L. Lemke.
Cognitive Processes in Context: A Systemic
Approach to Problems in Oral Language Use,
Jonathan Fine. Bibliography. Author Index.
Subject Index.

1988/ 256 pp
ISBN: 0-89391-546-7/$42.50 (Inst.)
/592,50 (Pers.)
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. VOLUME XV and Xv1

. Systemic

- Perspectives On

- Discourse

- edited by James D, Bensen, ang William

8. Greaves, both, York Un; versiy

Over the last decade the principle forum for the

development of systemic theory has been a scries
of workshops. The Ninth International Systemic
\\'orksliOp was important in bringing the leading
practitioners of systemic linguistics together with

- the leaders of other major schools. The

theoretical and applied developments in systemic

linguistics represented in these 1wo companion

volumes make an important contribution to the
understanding of discourse. :

Selected Theoretical Papers
Volume XV)

CONTENTS: Systemic Background, MAK.
Hallidgy. Meaning, Contexr and Tex;: Fifty
Years after Malinowski, Rugaiya Hasan. A
Demonstration of the Nigel Text Generation
Computer Program, William ¢ Mann ang

Generation: Nigel, Christign M. LAL
Matihiessen, Towards ‘Communication®
Linguistics: A Framework, Afichges Gregory,
Explaration in English ang Korafe, Crnthia
M. Farr, Ivan Lon-g, and Cart 1§ hitehea,

ness in Discourse, Firian
C. Dyvies. Process and Text: Two Aspects of
Human Semiosjs, SR, Martin, Ideology,
Imcrze.\'tuali!y. and the Notion of Register, /.1 .
Lentke. How Does a Story Mean Why, it Does?

-Thematic

‘Rest” and ‘Open Transition’ iy the Systemic
Phonology of English, /.¢. Catford. A Systemic
Pilonology of Isthmus Zapotee Prosodies, Carotl
C. Mock. On the Signalling or Comnplete

Thoughes, Jures Monaphan. Author tndey.
Subject Index.

1985/ 400 Pp. .
ISBN: 0-89391‘-193-3/ $53.50 {Inst.)
' /835.00 (Pers.)

Sele.g_:ted Applied Papers
Volume XvI)

CONTENTS; Negotiation angd Meaning:
Revisiting the ‘Context of Situation®, g, W,
Bailey, Tex; Structure ang Graphic Design: The
Visibje Design, Stephen A, Bernhardy. Judiciaj
Systemics: Function ang Structure in Szauuory
lmerprclalion, fred Bowers, Prolegomena toa
Comparative Study of Revolutionary and
Traditionaj Texts in Guatemala, BN, Colby. A

Systemic Network for Analyzing Writing
Quality, Barbarg Counture. A PROLOG Parser.
or for Systemic Analysis of Ol English
Nominal Groups, Michaet Cutnmings gngt At
. Reging. Wha do Surface Markers Mean?
Towards a Triangulation of Social, Cognitive,’
and Linguistic Factors; Jonathan Fine,
Integrative Work: An Exploration in What
Makes Reading Comprehension_ Test Questions
Easy or Difi ficukt 10 Answer, [ indny Geror.
Ideational, lmerpersona]. and Textual
Macrofunctions Applied 1o L-exicometri(; Work

Karen Maleotn, The Se

Homicide, yop Maley. The Cohesjve Harmeny
and Cohesjve Density of Children’s Oral and
Written Stories, Christine C. Pappus, A
Comparison of the Production of Surgical
Reports by Native ang Nonpatjve Speaking

urgeons, Carherine Pettinari. Complexiy y of
Reality in Lawrence Durrell’s 75, Alexandria
Quurier, 1indga S. Rashidi, What Surface-
Structure Parsing Can Tey) Us abour Style,
Donald Ross, jr. Functional Types of Scientific

Prose, E.1. Smiith, Jr. Discoutse Structure:

Social Class Differences ;

Systemic Grammar 1o TEFL, or Whatever

Became of Register Analysis, Davig . Young.
Author Index, Subject Index.

1985/308 pp,
ISBN: 0-8391-202.6./555.09 (Inst.)
/$32.50 (Pers.)

VOLUME x

Deve]opmen tal
Issues in Discourse

edited by Jonathan Fine, Tel-4vjy
Universit_y, and Roy 0. Freedie,
ducationg/ Testing Service

The contributions jy this volume look at
discourse developmen from a variety of ap-
Proaches. Some €xamine the relationship berween
nonlinguistic and linguistic factors while others

have a more Specifically Cognitive focus on
developmeru. The

US upon issues of
methodology, in forma-

current imerest——wﬁting.
tion Processing, and sociaj factors. Four chapters

concerned with teaching.
Readers wii) hav

¢ available in one volume
original and time}

Students, through adults, The
range of approaches js wide, linguistica) y and
cognitively informed, and sufficiently detaiied 1o

Martin, Quest_ion-answeriiig: A Me:hoa for '

ment of Tex; Production,
Use of Directives a5 Indic
Preschool Children, Burp,
Memory from Texr Across
Bonnie J.F. Meyer and .

1983/326 pp, -
ISBN: 0-89391-160.7 /855,00 (Clot
ISBN; 0-89331-161-5/$92. 50 o
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COMMUNICATION IN ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

of the Saarland

Edited by Robin P. Fawcett, Computational Linguistics Unit, University-of
Wales College of Cardiff and Erich H. Steiner, IA} EUROTRA-D and University

Antificial Intelligence (AN is a cenlral aspect of Fifth Generation computing, and it is
now increasingly recognized \hat a particularly imponant element of Al is
communicatign. This new series addresses Cureent issues, emphasizing generation as
well as comprehension in Al communication. kit covers communication of three lypes:
at the human-computer interface; in computer-computer Communication that simulates
human interaction; and In the use of compulers for machine translation to assist human-
human communication. The series also gives a place to research that extends beyond
language to consider other systems of communication that humans employ, such as
pointing, and even, in due course, facial éxpression, body posture, etc,

Text Generation and.
Systemic-Functional
Linguistics:

Experiences from English and
Japanese

Christian M. L. M. Matthiessen and John
A. Bateman, Information Sciences
Institute, University of Southern
California

Text generation Is a rapidly growing field
and tﬁis book aims to make research in
nalural language processing and
systemic-functional linguistics

accessible. It presents a delailed account
of two implemented computational
systems that embody imporlant aspects of
systemic theory. The authors describe
how these syslems were based upon
theory and also the problems and
refinements that computational
implementation motivated, Finally, the
refinements are again interpreted in terms
of theory to complete the cycle of theory
implementation, application and lurther
development.

Contears: Introduction - Pad {1 Systemic -
Uinguistics and Tezxt G Mon: Motivations and
Basic Concepts - Desigring a text generalor - Batic
€oncepls in syslemic Iheory - The development of
lent géneration in selation lo sydernic linguistics -
Part 1lz Systemic Linguistics and Text G

Two Sysiems - The development of computational

yystemic approaches - Compylational systemic
Texicogrammar — basi¢ model + Two examples of
constiuclive accounts lor generation - Par [fl; Up
10 and fleyond the Limits of the Basic Framewaork .
Metafunctional refinements - Siratal extensions:
context as seen lrom lexicogrammar - Part 1V}
futurg Dil:elclliuns {or Compuiational Sysiemic-

5 ¥ ¥
Contexluatism: regisier and texl generation -
Cenclusions.

Ll;ly 1989 224 pages - N
rdback 0 B&IBT 711 X £27.50 .

Advances in Natural

Language Generation

An Interdisciplinary Perspective
Two Volumes

£dited by Michael Zock and Gerard
Sabah, LIMS! Langues Naturelles, France

These two volumes provide a collection
of essays which deal with the problem of
natural Janguage generation: that is, how
to simulate by computer the
determination, organization and
expression of thoughts in oral or written
torm. Compated o sentence or lext-
analysis | arsinﬁl little work has been
done in this field and these papers will be
of correspondingly great importance is
developing it (urther,

Natural language generalion is a complex
lask requiring different kinds of expenise
(for exarple, Linguistics, Psychology,
Computer Science). These wo volumes
aim to avoid the problems encountered
by automatic _translation projects in the
past by opening the debate an:
integrating spectaiists from a varlety of
disciplines. The contributors to these
volumes bring a diversity of perspactives
to address the problems of natural
language generation and to suggest
solutions.

Volume 1

Contents: Part i State of the Arl - Language
generation and explanation — K. McKeown &
B. Swartout + Parl I Lingulstlc Approaches: in
defence of a particular theory.formalism = Can a
*parsing gaammar” be used for natural language
generaliont The negative example of LFG —

R. Block - The application of unificalign lar
syntaclic generation in German — H. Horacek «
Coacerping the Ingical compenent of a nalural
language generalar — 3. Dik - Part 11l

. Implementational Issues - Two appreaches 1o

natural fanguage generation — G. Adormni - The
praduction of spoken dialogue — G. Houghion &
M. Pearson » Malural language generation from
plans — C. Meifish - An approach dor creating
seuciured text — M. Simonin - Part IVy
Psychological lssues - Aulomatic and execuiive
processing in semanlic and synfactic planning: a
dual process model of speech produciion — T.
Hatley - incremenial production of referential nouns
phrases by human speakers —
H..Schrieters & T. Pech - Parl V: Educational
Applications - Nawral | are fexitle 1ools:
thal’s what makes them baed 10 explain, 10 learn
and o use — M. Zock - Index.

uly 1988 210 paged

ardback 0 Bs187 9651 £27.50

Volume 2
Contents: Part I: Linguistic Approaches: In delence
of a pariicular theory-lormalism - A phrase.
struclure grammar with distonlinuous grammar —
H. Bunt - Language generalion as cholce in social
interaction == R. P. Fawcelt « Part lI1
Implementailonal [sues - A laxically distibhuted
word ordering component «= D. Farisi & A, Gioigi «
The generation of subsequent selerring expressions
in siwuciured discoutse — R, Dife » Generaling
teferting phrases in 3 dynamic envitanment —

H. Novak - The generation system of the SEMSYN
project: towards a \aikindependent generalor far
German — 0. Rosner « Nalural langyage
generation: one individual implementer's
supetignce — T. L. Kwae + Part Ul Paychalogical
Issues - Discourse planaing and preduction: an
outling of the process and some varrables —

V. Zammuner « The ¢ffect of the macro-cantral of
infarmalion on the lemporal chara<leristics of tex)
production — A. Pirdrl & F. Farioli « Part 1V
Educatiynal Applicalions - Building & sentence
generator lor |eachin63 linguistics — £, Bakker,

B. van der Karst & G, van Schaaik - Index.

uly 1988 220 pages

rdback 0 86167 9953 £27.50

From Syntax o Semantics
Insights from Machine Translation
Edited by £. H. Steiner, P, Schridt and
C. Zelinsky- Wibbelt, |AI EUROTRA-D
and University of the Saarland, West
Getrmany

Machine translation js a central aspect of
research in anificial intclhr,ence. This
book presents the main efements of the
theory and implamentation of a system
for the aulomatic analysis of German.
This work has been carried oul within the
EUROTRA-D team, the German
Language Group of the .muhl-lln%xal
maching translation project EUROTRA.

The issues raised inclede syntax,
semantics, analysis and generation, and
lexical transfer. While the authors
emphasize that they represent the
speciflc approach of EUROTRA.D, rather
Iﬁan speaking for the whole EUROTRA
project, (he ideas discussed should be
Televant 1o the analysis companent of any
corputational fanguage understanding
system, including Thase ouside the
machine translation framework.

Contenls: Inwroduction — Johann Haller, Paul
Sehiich, Erch Sieiner, Elke Texch and Coarelia
Zolinshy-1ibbelt + Part It A <oherent system a-
theory and implementalion - A syatactic
description of a {ragment of German in Lhe
EUROTRA lramework — Paul Schmidt « The

development of Lthe EUROTRA-D system of .
Semantic Relations — Eeich Steiner, Urswla Echent,
Birgnt Roth and lurta Winrer-Thiglen - From
cogmilive grammar lo the genelanon of semaniic
inlergrelation in machine ianslilion — Corneha
Zvfinsky-Wibbelt - Part 11: Semanlic Relations in an
MT environment - Semamic Relations inin LFG and
in EUROTRA.D: a comparison — £rich Stewsér +
Generaling Gedman fiom Semantic Relalivns:

. Semantic Relalions as an inpul 10 the SEMSYN

genecalor — Uilrich Meid, Dictmae Rasner and Birgit
Roits - Part Ikt Fram source langwage 10 farges
language == aspects of transler - Transier strategies
in §UROTRA.D — Paul Schavdt - Semanlic
Relanons in EURQTRA-D and synlactic fundtions in
LFG: a compatison in the conlet of lexical iransfer
i machine wranslalion — Ursuls Eckert . tad Uirich
Heid + The transier of quantifiers in a rwhilingual
machine translation svitem — Cornelia Zelivkay-
Wibbelt - Parl Iv: Explorations « A constructive
version of GPSG for maching translalion — Christa
Hauenschild and Stephan Busemann - LFG and the
CAt-larmalism ~— Paul Schmidr - Bibliography -
Indev. o

Oclober 1988 124 pages X

hasdback 086187 9600 £19.50
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PINTER PUBLISHERS

OPEN LINGUISTICS SERIES

The Series is edited by Robin P. Fawceti, Computational linguistics Unit,

University of Wales College of Cardiff,

The Open Linguistics Series is ‘apen’ in two senses, First, it provides an open forum for
works associaled wilh any school of linguistics or with none 'Lhe series is open to all

approaches. The second sense i which the series is ‘open’ is

al it encourages works

that open cut ‘cose’ linguistics in various ways: 1o encompass discourse and the
description of natural texts; o explore the relalions between linguistics and its
neighbouring disciplines such as psychology, antificial intelligence, and cullural and
literary stydies; and to apply it in fields such as education and language pathology.

Robin P, Fawcett

Pragmatics, Discourse and

Text,

Some Systemic Approaches

Edited by EFrich H. Steiner, 1Al
EUROTRA-D and University of the
Saarland and Rebert Veliman, University
of Kent at Canterbury

This bagk reparts on recent progress in
the application of systemic linguistics to
discourse analysis and text structure. it
thus subsumes work from the fields of the
analysis of literary texts, the theory of
context and genre and pragmalics in 5o
far as i relates lo text structure.

Part 1 illusirates the interaction between
systemic linguistics and pragmatics. Part
2 explares systemic concepts in the field
of Ihematic structure and information
structure of the clause. Part 3 explores the
discourse analysis dimensions of texts,
FinaHly, Part 4 iHlustrates how the
apparent gpposition between
‘interaction’ and ‘cognition’ in the
orientation of systemicists towards
rsemanlics’ is beginning 1o break down.

Functions of Style
Edited by David Birch and Michael
O'Togle, Murdoch University

Contenly: forewoed — M, A, XK. Haliiday «
Inroduction — M, O'Tacle and 0. Birch - Henry
Reed and what follows the *Naming of Parts’ —
M. O'Toole < Poriry on scientific discourse —

M. A, K. Halliday » The analysls of one poem —
Rugaiya Hasan - randomness, erder and laten
parierning of text — David Butt - Orama, 'styl
wage — Susan Melrose and Robin Malrose «

New Developments in
Systemic Linguistics

Volume 1: Theory and Description
Edited by M. A. K. Halliday, University of

Sydney and Robin P. Fawcett, University
of Wales College of Cardiff

Volume 1 illusirates recent and currept
work in the theary and description of
anguages, including chapters that
discuss theoretical issues ‘such as the
criteria for including f2atyres in system
networks, the number of levels needed in
an adequate mode| of language, and the
status of ‘meta-functions’, Other chapters
explore the relationship between
discourse struciure and social roles, and

etween discourse and socio-semantic
networks. Three chapters deal with major
sludies of areas of grammar in the
experiential meta-function, including a
crilique of current work in the area of
interpersonal meta-functjon. Finally there
are iwo papers on daughter-dependency
grammar, and a paper in system
phunolog!y — 2 hitherto neglected area of
systemic linguistics,
Contents: Volume 1: M. AL Batry - C. §. Buller
1 Q. &llis - B, P. Fawcett » M. Gregory + R. Hysan «
R. A, Huden « 4, R, Martin + V. Prakasam +
1 Taglicht » G. § Turner » D. |. Young.
I:Iv 1957 300 pages

tdback ossfs? 6369 £26.50 *

Now available in paperback

Edited by Paul Chillon

Language and the Nuclear Arms Oebate
Nukespeak Today

This book expfores the relatinaship between language and
the politics of the nuciear dtms debaie in Lhe conle of
linguitlic analysis.

“The book i very succesiub a3 2 descriplion of the
rhetorical devices used to control audience amiudes . . . I
you wand madels of iheiiic, pragmatics, discourse anal-
v, semialics of the language of idealogy which reveal
both 1he useiulnevs of such approaches and, implicaly,
thea potuble pitfalls, you could hardly find 4 more up (o
date account,” Communicalion Studhes

“Thete ¢31kys 2dd an important dimension 1o the Jhetavical
analyth of political commumcation.’ Amencan Libeary
Angrihan - .

Conients: Intradutlion - Parl 1 Meeling the
challenge of “‘pragmaties’ Sysiemic linguistics,
semanlics and pragmatics — Christopher S, Buller
English questions: a ‘significance-generating
device’ for building in context — &irlan C. Oavies ¢
Part Il Explorations in (hemalic structure and
information struclure Marked themes with and
wilhoul pronaminal eeinforcement; their meaning
bution in discourse ~- Danied Kies -

3l sentence perspeciive in 1he conlext of
systemnic¢ funciional grammar — M.P. Williams
Thematization In legislative fanguage:
observations of Bentham and Coode in relalion to

ition of theme — Fredesick Bowers
Part i) Insights from discourse anafysis The
siruclure of lamily conversalion in Yoruba Englith
Fami Akindele - From illocution Lo syntactic and
prosodic realization In making requesis — &,
Tucker - Part 1V The text 23 a product of Inleraciion
and cognition Grammatical metaphor: an initia
analysis — L1 Ravelli » Cohesion in spoken Arabic
texis Yowsll ¥, Azir - Text struclure and text
semanlics «= £ L. Lemke - Cognilive processes in
conlext: a sysiemic approach to problems in oral
language use — fonathin Fine Bibliography + Indax.
October 1938 256 pages
hardback 0 85187 966 4 £19.50

Register, powet and sociosemantic change —
MNorman Fairclough + Textwal matiers, Guather
Kress « Halliday and 1he stytistics of creativity =—
Robert Hodge - Expanding sermanlic options lor
reading Early Modern £nglish — Dvid Bireh -
Stories of race and gender — Terry Threadgold -
Knowing what you're told by the agony aunis ==
Paul Thibaull - *Middlemarch® ~ filf Oyrey -
Compromising positions — Michael Toolan -
Bibliography + Mdex,
fanuary 1908 288 pages
hardback 0 8667 318X £272.50 *

Volume 2; Theory and Application

Edited by Robin P. Fawcett and David

Eaugﬁ, University of Wales College of
ardi

Volume 2 illustrales the concept that
theories develop most creatively in the
context of their application. This volume
covers the areas of applied systemic,
linguistics including: language teaching;
Ian‘guage and pathalogy; literary
styistics; socio-linguislic varialion;
madelling the production ap
vrderstanding of language in computers;
child Ianguaﬁe development: and the
study of idealogically significant texts
such as court proceedings,

Comlents: Foraward - Intradutiion - Tesiing the
Theory « Piobabitilies in a systemlc grammai: the
clause complex in English — Chnis Nesbitf and
Guenier Plum - The cenliality of intenation in
Engtish: an expérimental vatidation of sone aspacis
of M. A, X, Halliday's theory of Intanalion in a
Canadian contenl — fames D. Benson, Willizm 5.
Creaves and David |. Mendelsohn « Descriplive
Semlotics - Text analysis in operalion: 3 multilevet
appro. ia Ventoly + Educational Linguisiics -
Syslemic linguistics and the communicative
syllabus — Robin Atelrose - tdeslagical Lingulstics -
Court discourse ay ganre: some problems and issues
- Sandia Hareis - Discourse Analysls - Towardy a2
systemic ffowchan moedel far discourse strugture —
Robin P. Fywveett, Anita vaa der Mijs and Carla van
Wissen « Cognitive Lingulslics « Cescribing
language as sctivity — Erich 5. Steiner - Lllerary
Stylistlcs - ideational meaning and the "Existential
Fabric™ of a poem — David ult - Language
Pathology - Systemis linguistics and language
pathnlagy ~ Nigel Covleri » Index.

October 1988 200 pages

hardback 0 861087 637 ¥ £18.50 *

“Thes boak goes way bevond e eady nvesigahans of pro=
nuclear language, which were kmned to aues hhe the
names of bomby.' Senity

1985 260 pages hby 0851875210 £29.0D°
Ociobar 1933 ph DEHIBT 7IIO0E12.95°

Ediied by Aarbata Coulure

Functional Approaches to Wiriting

Research Perspeciives

The overdll siudy serves two pressing noeds. Ficst it defines

a apeeific dnd coberent whool of thought i wihng.

rtestarch. Secondly it dikusses the empirical and theoe:

etical anay of reseurch into-the funcrions of eaposiory

prose.

April 1984 00 pags Wb D8HIB7 3130 L1730

1 v .

The Case for Lexicase
An Qutline of Lexicase Grammatical
Theory

Stanfey Starosta, Depariment ol
Linguistics, University of Hawaii

Lexicase has been developing since
about 1971, T_et there is litile readily
available EUb ished material on this
framework. This is the iirst book lo
present a comprehensive account of the
theory,

In The Case for Lexicase, Stanley Starosta
sels out his argument that ‘Lexicase’ is
referable to gther grammalical
ramewarks. It is constrained enough o -
have empirical content, simple an, .
explicit enough to be tested, -and has
been afpllgd to enough languages to
have plausible claim to universality,
Conltents: Foreword by Richard Hudsan . Pralaca
and acknowledgemenss « Formal properties of
lexicase theary - Pan-dexicalism « Farmalization -
Roles and relalions - Case forms and case marking -
Conytructions and clitses - Conclusion -
Bibliography - Index,
April 1938 288 pages
hardback 026187 6393 £29.50 *

Registers of Written English
Situational Faclors and Linguistic
Fealures

AMohsen Ghadessy, Depariment of
English Language and Literature,
National University of Singapore

The language of diterature has received
much critical anention but functionaf
varieties of writien English have not been
dealt with ade?uat.e!y Y comparison.
This edited collection examines the
lanﬁpage of several varieties of functional
English within the framework of Michael
Halliday's theory of register,

Each essay analyses a different example
of written English {e.g. newspapers,
advertising, business letters) to illuminate
manr‘ linguistic and discoursal (eatures
that have usually been taken for granted.
In each analysis the relatinnshiln etween
language and sitvation is clearly
emphasised, and numergus examples are
quoted from a variety of sources.

Edited by Robin P. Fawcen, M. A. K. Hafliday,
5. M. Lamb and A. Makkal
The Semiotics of Cullure and Language
- - this volume does 4 great serviee . . . amply demon.
& the cenlrality of language practices (0 the ‘living of
lle’,” loumat of Livetary Semartics
. there Is clearly an imponant place for a book of this
kind." The Sociviogical Review .
Volume 1 = Language a3 Soclal Semiatic
1934 Wepags Wb 086187295 9£21.00°
Volyme 1 = Languige and clher Semiotic Systems of
Culiure
19844 Ddpager bd 086187 HITEN00

Algirdas Julien Graimas

On Meaning

Creimat is a leading ihinket in temiolics, The e3says in this

volyme provide the teader with 1he founding fenls of
Grermassian Semlatics ln branvlation fof the firgt lime.

1987 0peges Wb 0851879201 £35.00

|ehn Ead Joseph

Eloquence and Power

The Rise of Language Standards and Standard
Language

This book examines ‘standatd languages’ to deierming the
common featuces dilingyishing such fanguages kom non.
seandard dialecis VELRates the hislodical sources of
these fatures.

1987 S0pages hb 086187 847 £219.50

Edited by Henry M. Hoenlgswald and
Linda F. Wiener

Biological Metaphor and Cladisile Classification
An [nlerdiscipfinary Appraach

Thiy ook deals with a metaphor that Is used widely In
linguislics, slémmatxs and gy: the growth of 4 tres a5
a model for conbucting Ams shawing relarionships
botween various groups and 4eflecting changes. accutting o
members of thove groups over ime,

1987 M0piges Wb Q0 ESIAT 9IS 2 (35.00

Edited by James Monaghan

Crammar In the Canstruction of Texts

Thet study of natural language has been enhanced by lipe
and video recordiags and computer lechnology. This
solume demonvisates these appliations on the study of
wintan, vocabulary and phonatogy trom the poind of view
of Iheit function i the produchon of tealy.

(313 Wopaes Wb 08INT 37X £25.00¢

Communicatig

The Language of Pow s
Sandra Harris, Depanme,
and Languages, Trent Poly
Mottingham

The language of power and cong 3
nowhere seen more clearly than in i
courtroom. Sandra Harris Kas recop
aclual court sessions — providing a
unique database for both macro and
micro discourse analysis of the linguisiic
negotiation of power in this crucia
selting.

Communication in Court will be of
interest lo thase studying sociclinguistics
and communication studics — as well as
to those profossionally involved in the
courtroom itself,

Contends: Language, power and control - The
nalure of evidence - The couriroom as a case study +
Mades of contiol: directives - Modes of control:
threals - Modes of controd: questions « Bibliography
+ Index.

March 1989 192 pages

hardback 086187 6253 £15.00

Conlents: Foreword - Introduction — Af. Chadessy
- $ectlon i Inlreduciion « Front pages: laxis, sivie
and newspapar repons — R. Carter - The language
of wrilten spons commenlary — saccet: a
descrplion — M. Ghadessy » The language of press
adveriting — Af, Toolan - Section Ul Intraduchon -
Creali wrilings ~= 0. Houghton - The language
of seligion: a tociclinguisiic perspeciive — /.
Webster - Section Il: Inrodugtion - Compressed
English — J. Sinchir + Form and function in English
business lettens: irmplicalions for compulerbased
fearning — M, Ghadesiy & }. Webster - Seclian IV;
Intraduciion - The language of synopses — 1. 2
Tharne - How 10 put the pisces of a poem togelher
— A. Makkai - Section Vi Introduction - The
language of physical sciences — M, A, k. Halliday -
Index.

October 1988 256 pages

hardback 086187 9899 E£29.50 *

Clare Paintsr

Intg the Mother Tongue .

Clate Palnler pratents a case study of a child's development
ullanguag_e fratn nine months 1o two years i 1elalion to M.
A. K. Hafliday's sysiemic theory of linguage developmeni.
‘| enicyed reading this baok. I wis inytructive and
provotatve.’ Quartedy Jovmal of Speech

“Thit boak is tich In closely chserved, insightfully discussed
examples, many of which bear on cutient clawns in the
lierature’ Language

'Hig_hly recammended for siudenis and teaches of §ram-
malical theary and languige.” Choice

1984 3 pages Wb 08187 4613 £29.50

Michael R, Perkins
#odal Expressions In English
Th: a;_ll;'ua add-:sm the entice range of modal expressions
0 English, providing a tharaughgicing theary and typolo;
of the subject (hrough case studhes, vholesy
ion to the
.y
300 and its detdiled analysis of diferent types
of dila make 4 ¢ welcomé addilion ta Ihe literalure a0
modality.” Journdf of Linguistics
“What males this book wnique is its broad scope: Peiking
eeiminés gl those lingulstic devices whose major fustton
3 10 enpresy madaliny.” linguntics
“The stele it very clear and the coment shaws good sense.’
Enghish Srodies ! i
1988 N pages pb 0ELIN7 5141 £10.25

Kenneth L. Pike and Evelyn G. Pike

Text and Tagmeme

This beok spplies 1agmemic theory 1o the analysis of
exlended Englah 1ears,

"text and Tagmeme provides a good piece of evidence in
favour of the chim thal lagmemics is a relisbls tool lar
inlerpreting, in 3 staightforward and creative manner, any
lund of lerd. and showt in a convinting way that fagmernicy
i 2 flevitle theory zcceswble to adjustmensy and <apable of
canstanl developmeal.’ journaf of Pragmanes

1983 138 pages b 005187 3489 £22.50

Eifa Ventola

The Structure of Social Interaction

A Systemic Approach to the Semiotics of Service
Encouniters

This bodk studies the semiolie oiganizalion of “service
encounieny’ based on recorded conversations in tavel
agents oéfices, post offices and a vaviety ol ymat shaps. The
author provides 3 theory for deschibing social behaviou
ey 50 pages  hb  OBEISTEIGLEI950*
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To ensure prompt and efflelent service, please furward your
purchase order, official telterhead, or the order form pro-
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200 O Tappan Road
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ENGLISH AS AN INTERNATIONAL LANGUAGE

The Alchemy of
English: :
Tha Spread, Functions and Modsls
of Non-Native Englishes -

Braj B. Kachiu

The Other Tongue:
Engtish Across Cullures
8ra} B. Kachru

This provocative buok represents the
findings of an experlenced schalar
who has done pioncering work ln the
understanding and descri ption of nun-
native Englishes for over two decades.

® addresses important issues vital to
English language specialists, soclolin-
guists, varlationists, and language
planners.” -

W for the first time, examines key lop-
fes from thic point of view of anon-
Western scholar who has been
concermned with these issuzesasa
teacher, researcher, and agademic ad-
ministrator in the USA, UK and
varlous parts of Asia.

Explores such arcas as:

B why and how English {s spreading
around the world.

This highly acclaimed, issues-oriented
exploration of English as an inter-
natlonai or multi-cultural language
presentserass-cubtural rcrspccﬂvcs
on an understanding of English ina
global comtext, of language varlation,

‘of language acquisition, and of the bi-

linguals® {or a multilinguals’} use of
English,

& Part }, English fn Non-Matite Con-
texts; Directions and fssues, provides an
ovarview of four vital issucs about
English and Its global context: the socl-
alogy of English as an intermational
language, the functional roles of local-
tzed varietles, the relalionship be-
tween the context of situatlon and the
cholca of an endo-normative or exo-
normative standard for the Institution-
alized varictios, and'the approaches to
tesearch on Intelliglbility and its Himita-
ttons and chailenges,

* @ Part I}; Mativization: Farmal and

Fittetional, ustrates and conslders
molivations for nativization in the lo-

W the variabilily of native norms in
non-pallvecontuexts.

"W the nature of crealivity In a sccond
language..

W theelfects of this spread on other
languages and on English.

Winner of ihe English Speaking
Union, Duke of Edinburgh English
Language Book Prize, 1987. -

et —— i A Yl
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calized varieties of English, and relates
varlous types of formal processes of
nalivization to thie functlons of Engllsh.

W Part 1if, Conlect and Change: Question
of a Standard, presents a comparalive
perspective which leads to an under-
standlng of the Issucs of: What I
Standard English, and What s the
Model for ItF

W Part IV, New English Literaturcs:
Themes and Styles, explores the ways in
which English Titeratures have
devolop«jas nan-notive literatures
across several culiures and languages.

o Part V, Contextualizalion: Text in Con-
text, shows how what is "deviation”
for one uscr of English provides
“meanling” foranother user, and ex-
plnins how, when English Is adapted
1o another culture (o nun-Engish con-
texts}, it is decontextualized from its
Englishness (or Americonness},
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REVIEWS RevieW Eﬂiior: Martin Davies

Functions of Style, David Birch and Michael 0/Toole (eds.). London and Newﬁf
York: Pinter, %958. ' ’ 3

Revieved by LANCE St. JOHN BUTLER

At first I thought that these essays, being in the field of linguistic
stylistics and therefore concerned to suggest new things about language, might
be liable to misreading by literary stylisticians who would be looking for new
suggestions concerning literature or discourse as texti. One of the merits of
this volume, however, is that it questions this distinction. Being a
thoroughly Hallidayan enterprise it assumes the accuracy of his most impressive
and characteristic insight, namely the inseparability of language from social
context. Indeed, the word "Functions" in the title implies just this. Thus,
although there is some use in retaining in the disctinction between the two
types of stylistics, it can also be seen as an arbitrary slicing of the
seamless web of the socio-cultural context.

°  The best parts of this book, therefore, are those which tell us both
about the way language works and the way texts work and the very best parts are
those which paint with the broadest possible brush and interest themselves in
writers, readers, text-production, cultural institutions and social context in
general as vell as in the technicalities of deixis, modality, transitivity and
the text. Thus Halliday himself contributes a suggestive essay on how
"grammatics” can help s to understand texts by Darvin and Tennyson that both
demonstrates a virtuosity of linguistic analysis and draws some conclusions
about what is revealed when we have seen, for example, what Tennyson is doing
"with the grammar" of In Memoriam.

My interest in his essay Is not, I think, the déformation professionelle
of the literary critic for vhom insights into Tennyson must ipso facto be of
greater interest than insights into the dynamics of the clause complex. For I
found equally interesting the essay by Gunther Kress which takes as its ‘
examples a brochure advertising a new drug and a passage from a Mills and Boon :
romance. Kress manages the both/and inclusiveness which this stylistics can
frequently offer and he manages to keep in play the linguistic, the textual and
the socio-cultural. His essay ends with a simple but easily-neglected
formulation of this point about the need to retain the widest possible
perspective: : '
1. Texts are alwvays and everywhere enmeshed in the social
relations of writers and readers, and in their relations with
social structures. It is that dynamic which gives rise to what we
call style in text, and it is that dynamic which ensures that
language is everyvwhere a part of social life.

Breadth of this sort is accompanied, in these essays, by a pleasing .
liberalism towards rival theories in the fields of language and literature.

- Here 1s no quick rejection of the linguistic insights of, say, New Criticism or

Formalism or Transformational Grammar. No text (and that includes utterance)
is excluded from the attention of stylisties, either; all is grist to the
stylistic mill, and there is a sensitivity to the limits imposed by the
theoretical basis of any analysis. As Ronald Carter has said "Any description
is only as good as the model or system of analysis used" and this cautious
relativism is echoed in much recent writing, including the present volume where
the editors tell us that even their Hallidayan view "is in a constant state of
flux" and "vhatever ‘power’ a stylistic process may have is dependent upon the

~analytical and theoretical models it is based upon". The only limitation on
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fie model used appears to be that it must, if it is to be part of linguistics,
ysoncern itself with language. This is demonstrated in practice, too, as for
4nstance in the essay by Ruqaiya Hasan where perspectives other than the
gystematic-functional are welcomed and the only caveat made is that we have
irst of all to understand "the wordings of the poet’s sayings" - a formulation
that indicates, in its slightly tortured neologismg, an attempt not to pre-empt
the definitions of writing, text and so on that are to be used. Hasan also
ugefully adds that mere paraphrase of the motifs in a text cannot be "taken as
serious comment on the artist’s sayings".
~ In these respects stylistics is similar to the recently-emerged school of

- literary pragmatics; the presumptions made and the questions asked in both

- tendencles being roughly as follows: "Here is a piece of discourse in oral or
written form, a text. Ve can deal with it grammatically, syntactically,
lexically; we can contextualise it historically, psycholinguistically,
sociolinguistically; we can analyze it with regard to its "subsentential"
components or with regard to its textual dynamics; we can see it as an element
in the social semiotic, as a structure or as a process, as a series of
transformations or transactions. Our models can be formal, funectional,
mathematical, marxist. So long as they are first seen as realised in their
linguistic mode, almost any approach can be taken to texts." ‘ _

The result will often be the sort of pragmatic redescription in terms of
some model or theory that should surely now .become the method of "eriticism™
employed in English and cognate departments. Certainly there would be a clear
gain to be had from dissuvading English students from locating their activities
in a misty hinterland vaguely surrounded by such territories as mild
philosophy, sociology or psychoanalysis and in helping them instead to
experience the handling of more rigorous-models. Application of these models
should be done in the greatest possible:detail to the widest possible range of
texts (in these respects Functions of Style is exemplary) while at the same
time practitioners need to be more clearly aware than they currently are of the
interdependence between this activity and the social matrix within which texts
and language (not to mention English departments) live, move, and have their
being. C ' :

Vhat is so refreshing about these newer applications of linguistics (its
"widening...range of critical, analytical and theoretical interests") is that,
at their touch, barriers hitherto considered rathar difficult to cross seem to
melt away. Reading other titles in the Pinter Open Linguistics Series and work
by Roger Fowler, Ronald Carter, Anne Banfield and others, it is at once
apparent that the barrier of the English Channel, for instance, has been
successfully crossed: there are considerable similarities between the work of
Barthes, Greimas or Riffaterre on the one hand and the sort of "Anglo-Saxon"
work being done in Australia, Britain and the USA by such people as: the
contributers to Funetions of Style on the other,

-Systemic functional linguistics is the model adopted in this volume but
the contributors shov the benign influence of other schools in their work. As
an unostentatious example we can take the following sentence from Terry
Threadgold’s article; she is describing her purposes in language unthinkable
without Chomsky and Derrida:

2. (This article) is also about its own participation in the
processes by which theoretical and other stories are generated and
transmitted and changed, and it is about the way all texts
participate in the construction of social realities.
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This pragmatic and holistic or catholic tendency (surely more promisin
than many a more exclusive approach) far from being the "wise eclecticism" ~
castigated by such as John Ellis is in fact based on the currently most
acceptable theoretical model. David Butt, in the present volume, offers a
summary that helps to encapsulate what I have -in mind here:

3. Text is text because of its relevance to a context, and
contexts are themselves constructed by text.

Butt, like several others in this collection, is quite happy to shift
from the lexico-grammatical level to higher levels of analysis; 'indeed, this
could be said to be the purpose of the whole volume, to bring together detail
and larger picture. Thus Butt asks what a text is and vhy we can "display" the
explicate structure of a clause but not of a text; he talks of texts as
"ensembles" and bears this in mind while at the same time dealing with the
lexico-grammatical.

Againgt the pleasing glasnost of these essays, however, must be set their
tendency to teeter on the brink of a jargon close to being impenetrable. Here
is perhaps the greatest reservation that a non-specialist must have about such
highly-promising developments in stylistics. I am prepared to accept that a
good deal of technical vocabulary is essential to a project of this sort but
there are two objections that should nonetheless be made. The first is that
where the linguist adopts a full-blown quasi-scientific style he or she runs
the risk of losing the audience and achieving much less than might be possible:
(physician, one might say, heal thyself). Halliday and his followers are
rather too ready to plunge into algebra and diagram without much of a backward
glance at those of us still gtruggling in the tall grass outside, Is it always
necessary, for instance, to abbreviate terms quite so brutally, often to-a
single letter? And vhy are some terms explained and others not? The second
objection is, of course, to those linguists who actually do fall over the edge
into gobbliedygoock. They are represented in this volume by Melrose and Melrose
who receive my award (keenly contested in some quarters of the linguistic
globe) for the style most suitable for use by Lucky in Waiting for Godot that I
have so far read this year. They deserve a gpecial commenaat%on for their
efforts towards incomprehensibility because of the truly impenetrable diagram
they produce (p. 108) whose usefulness (dare I say whose function?) I would
challenge anyone to demonstrate to me.

Interestingly, Robert Hodge's essay addresses precisely this question of
the style of the stylistician. He asks how Halliday thinks and submits some
sections of the master to analysis with effective results. This kind of self-
consciousness and self-critical capacity must surely keep stylistics of this
sort truly functional and at the leading edge of our thinking about discourse
of all sorts.

University of Sﬁirling
Scotland ,




"'Christopher S. Butler. stemic Linguistics. Theory and Application. London:
Batsford Academic, 1985, pp. .

Revieved by EIRIAN DAVIES

This hook deserves a welcome as the first detailed critical survey of
work in this area covering the whole of the past twenty five years. Butler’s
account begins with the genesis of Halliday’s approach in the work of Firth and
Malinowski and charts its development from the Scale and Category model of the
early 1960s through the shift to a greater emphasis on a deep grammar expressed
principally in terms of systems of paradigmatic relations later in that decade,
and in the early seventles, to the wider concerns with socic-semantic theory
and analysis which have been central in much of Halliday’s subsequent writing.
It appeared just before the publication of Halliday’s most recent book (1985},
and does not deal with it. _

Butler’s declared aim {viii) is given in'the context of noting an
increasing interest in systemic linguistics: "It is important that work within
this framework should be made accessible to linguists whose knowledge is
confined to other approaches. ...There is a need for a book vhich gives an
overview of the whole field, describing and comparing the various models put
forwvard by Halliday and others within the systemic tradition. I hope that the
present book will go some way towards satisfying this need." His intended
readership is professional linguists and "those students who already have a
good grasp of the fundamental concepts of linguistics, and have been exposed to
non-systemic models of language." Problems of delimitation and focus are often
intractable in establishing the ground of a necessarily restricted survey, and
it is perhaps unreasonable to carp, but in view of this stated orientation more
might be made of the compatibilities, which Halliday himself has. been at pains
to point out, between work in systemic linguistics and that in stratificational
grammar and Tagmemics. Since much of the current revival of interest in
systemic linguistics is taking place in North America in contexts, such as the

- LACUS forum, where it is this relatedness which is an important element in its
reneved appeal, a greater attention to common concerns and shared beliefs would
have been relevant. - o

Butler discusses Hudson’s work on syntax, in some detail, Gregory’s work
on register theory and, to a lesser éxtent, on Communication linguistics,
Sinclair’s pioneering studies in lexis and discourse analysis, and also the
work of Fawcett, Berry and Butler himself., In his chapter on "Applications"
(9), he treats briefly of the work of Winograd, Davey, Mann and Mathiesson in
computer programs for the understanding/generation of text; and also of work in
stylistics by Halliday, Gregory and Sinclair, together with some coverage of
the projects in educational linguistics directed by Halliday at University
College London between 1964-71, and of some of the work of Bernstein and his
assoclates using Halliday’s model. Halliday’s work on intonation is treated in
a chapter (7) which also covers lexis"and discourse, and compared there with
that of Brazil. Chapter 8, "Descriptions of English and other languages"
includes. a discussion of Halliday and Hasan’s work on cohesion.

Critical discussion is reserved principally for the work of Halliday,
Hudson and, to some extent, Fawcett and Berry. Criticism of Halliday’s work by
non-systemic linguists is cited and evaluated in places, for example, that by
Matthews, Palmer and Postal concerning the rank scale (29-33), but. more space
is devoted to debate within systemic linguistics itself (eg chapter 5). Butler
concurs with Berry’s charge against Halliday of a failure to define terms
adequately (92) and faults his approach in places for a lack of explicitness

68,

0000000000000000000000000000000000 0




(eg 93). On the relation between syntax and semantics, he complains of k.
unacknovledged shifts in Halliday’s position between 1970-7, and a lack of .
clarity (79-81). He aligns his own views more with those of Hudson on this ';\
question, arguing for a "rather narrower view" of what is covered by "meaning" ™\
(102-3, 107-8, 126-7), one which allows for certain variations in form without °
associated semantic distinctions. This question remains in debate, both within
systemic linguistics and more widely. When quoting from Leech (126-7) in
- support of the autonomous syntax view, he might, if only to balance the
picture, have quoted with equal appositeness from Bolinger (1977: ix-x), vhose
robustly held belief that "any word which a language permits to survive must
make ‘its semantic contribution; and that the same holds for any construction
that is physically distinet from any other construction®” has been extensively
substantiated in his work over many years. On a point of detail here, Davies’
1979 version of an approach first presented in 1972 follows Bolinger and
Halliday in this respect, and cannot be said to "corroborate" Hudson’s 1975
article on questions (188-190).

" The reference to Leech brings to mind the relatively wide area of
consensus among many linguists in Britain during the 1960’s and early 1970s,
the period when Halliday’s work was exercising its greatest influence in this
country. Leech’s own early work (1966) made use of a grammatical framework
highly compatible with the scale and category model, as did Crystal and Davy’s
influential analysis of varieties of style in English (1969). What proved to
be less widely acceptable and persuasive than Halliday’s general philosophical
position and descriptive insights was the technical apparatus of systemic.
hierarchies and the associated notation and diagrammatic conventions. Systen
networks can be seen as a more sophisticated version of the flow chart, and
provide a device for ordering sets of conditioned alternatives. They are.
neutral to purpose of use, and can be employed in either a classifactory or a
"generative" approach. They are not essential to the presentation of either
kind of approach. They are also, in themselves, entirely neutral to subject
matter. As with flow charts it is the "questions asked", the grounds for
selecting them, what they are asked about, and. the criteria for "answering"
them which are crucial. It is therefore perhaps unfortunate that the term
"gystemic" came to be used for a whole approach te language much wider and
richer than the name suggests. It is worth noting that Halliday avoids the
term in the title of his most recent:book, on the grounds that systemic
netwvorks and assoclated realization statements are only one part of his model
(and that he was treating the functlonal aspect separately, as "more directly
related to the analysis of text").

Butler praises Halliday’s descriptive insights (192) and claims that
"gystemic linguistics has shown 1tself to be eminently suitable for application
to the areas of stylistics, language learning and teaching, and artificial
intelligence" (212). This is a valid claim, but leads to a query on the
balance of treatiment in this book. More could have been made of applications
of the systemic model. For example, Dolores Burton’s study of Shakespeare’s
Grammatical Style is not even listed in the bibliography. There is a sense in
which Berry’s claim, which Butler re-affirms, that Halliday’s recourse to data
is insufficient seems oddly paralleled in this book by Butler’s own reluctance
to examine existing textual studies within the systemic framework.

On the whole, this survey will be of more interest to those already well
versed in systemic linguistics than to many of its intended readership. To the
former group it will often be stimulating, and perhaps at times fruitfully
provocative. It may well be that Butler’s treatment which, in view of its
title, has a rather disproportionate emphasis on theory, is a necessary and
important step in making more public the themes of discussion, and developments
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in thinking, among those who would regard themselves as working within the
systemic tradition (although Hudson ceased to do some time ago). But we still
awvait a survey and interpretation which will stress and elucidate the
connections betveen systemic linguistics and other non-transformational
generative approaches. It is in this context that its distinctive
contributions can be most usefully assessed, and any charge of inward-
lookingness and isolation most convincingly rebutted. Perhaps a second volume
will be forthcoming?

Raferences:.

Bolinger, Dwight. Meaning and Form. London: Longman, 1977, ix-x.

Burton, Dolores. Shakespeare’s Grammatical Style: a com uter-assisted analysis
of Richard II and Antﬁonz and Cleopatra. University of Texas Press, 1973,
Crystal, D. and Daﬁy, D, Invesfigafing Ehglish Stxle. Londdnﬁ‘Longman, 1969,

in English.
Croom Helm and Humanities Press:

Halliday, M.A.K. An Introduction to Functional Grammar. London: Arnold, 1985.

Leech, G.N. English in Advertising. London: Longman, 1966.

Royal Holloway and Bedford New College




C. Butler. Computers in Linguisties. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1985.
Reviewgd by JOHN WILSON.

In the preface to this book Butler states that "...despite the emergence
of so called expert systems mimicking human decision making processes computers ™
are still very stupid beasts..." (p. vii). It is clear then that Butler views
computers with a "calculator" mentality. They are tools which function
primarily to assist scholars with laborious tasks such as sorting and counting
large amounts of data. In reaction to this I think it would be uncharitable to
take the extreme (and opposite) position noted by Gazdar and Mellish (1987:
226), that simple counting processes (word counts, concordances, indexes)

", ..no longer counts as computational linguistics, or even.as an academic
activity", ‘ , : :

The debate about whether computers display intelligence is a complex one
(see Turing, 1950; Hofstadter, 1979; Dennett, 1978), and it is one in which
linguists working within natural language processing are actively involved.
Vhether we are personally interested in such issues or not the argument is a
live one, If Butler’s work is not to fall foul of the criticism of Gazdar and
Mellish (1987) then it must be seen in perspective; where core issues of
natural language processing in artificial intelligence are not germane to his
central themes. Therefore I see little point in Butler raising intelligence
issues, as simple asides or otherwise.

I am not merely making a pedantic point here. It is important to
recognize that many linguists are now gaining their first experience of
computers and computation via the theoretical and practical issues of natural
language processing (covered in Butler in three pages). Consequently, students
coming across a book called "Computers in Linguisties” might be surprised to
find it has little to say about natural language processing, or indeed
linguistic theory in general.

This is not to say Butler's book should be other than it is, simply that
its narrow focus should be motivated in some way. The narrow scope of the book !
is reflected not merely in the fact that it has little to say about wvhat Gazdar
and Mellish (1987) (in a book concerned with introducing recent developments in
modern linguistic thinking) call "Computational Linguistics", but also in the
fact that the majority of the book is concerned with a step by step explication
of one high level computer language called SNOBOL 4.

Butler organizes the book into two parts. In part one the reader is
introduced to the very basics: types of computers, hardware/software, the
processes of input/output, and so on: extremely useful information for the
novice. Following the introduction to the basics Butler gives an overview of
linguistic and literary computing and then briefly describes a number of
package programs (such as the Oxford concordance program) useful for textual
analysis. The flavour of most of the material here, and throughout the book,
is literary; but it would not be difficult for readers interested in applying
computer analysis to other areas to extrapolate beyond the example texts given.
Although part one is clearly and competently presented, the examples, in some-
cases, seem quite trite, and perhaps some more insight into the interesting
findings and hypotheses which can be derived from counts might be worthwhile;
particularly since in part two the reader will be asked to expend a significant
amount of time learning a programming language which will allow them to carry
out textual counts.

In part two, which forms the majority of the text, Butler introduces, and
works through in some detail, the programming language SNOBOL 4. This
programming language has been specifically developed for the analysis of texts.
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Butler argues that while package programmes are useful, in that they can be

implemented in a fairly straightforward manner (with little knowledge of
computing required), there is a distinct advantage in being able to make use of
a high level programming language. When one can construct a program from
scratch one will be in a greater position of flexibility in terms of the kinds
of questions one can ask and the kinds of hypotheses one can test, '
Butler recognizes that some effort will be required on the part of the
reader to learn SNOBOL 4, yet the fruits of such effort are only really
revealed when Butler shows us in the last chapter how .he employed a SNOBOL 4
program to test specific hypotheses about the early vs the later work of Sylvia
Plath. Once again I feel some occasional reward or reminder of what is to be
gained from employing computers would be important; particularly for the
novice. Once the novice gets past a rather innocuous and interesting part one,

~ he finds himself right in the middle of sorting out variables, names, strings

and other technical phenomena. I’m not convinced that simple information on
hov to count words, vowels, morphemes or whatever, is enough in itself.

In many ways part two is similar to a manual for the implementation of
SNOBOL 4. There is certainly nothing wrong with this, and indeed anyone who
has ever tried to work through a computer manual will appreciate the quality

and clarity of Butler’s exposition. Nevertheless, manuals are generally

vritten to accompany the softvare, and following part two will be much easier
if the reader can get access to a computer capable of running SNOBOL 4. In a

~ vay Butler is sensitive to this pratical difficulty. Consequently, each

chapter ends with a clearly constructed question section. Here the reader can
not only test what he has learned from the chapter, but approximate to
constructing programmes for himself.

Overall, as an introduction to one specific programming language I think
this book is well written and excellently organized. As a general introduction
to the broad dimension of text analysis within Computational Linguistics in
general I feel it is restricted and narrow.
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J.C. Catford. A Practical Introduction to Phonetics. Oxford: Clarendon ﬁiﬁ
1988 . . ‘

Revieved by BOZENA CETNAROWSKA

A Practical Introduction to Phonetics by J.C. Catford is a self-study book
addressed primarily to adults who have developed a professional interest in
language, for instance teachers of languages, students of linguisties, actors
and speech pathologists. The author helps the readers to acquire deep
understanding of the nature of speech sounds and shows how one can obtain
conscious control over the vocal tract. These two goals are accomplished by a
series of experiments - malnly exercises in silent speech production - which
the readers are expected to carry out. Although some of the exercises can be

found in other guides to phonetics, for example in Elements of General _
Phonetics by D. Abercrombie, An Outline of English Phonetics by D. Jones and A
Course in Phonetics by P. Ladefoged, Catford’s handbook has one remarkable

advantage. Every sound distinction utilized in English or other languages is
11lustrated in the book under review by an appropriate experiment.

Discussion of articulatory phonetics takes up a major part of A Practical
Tntroduction to Phonetics. The author embarks on a very detailed analysis of
three functional components of speech, namely the initiation of the flow of
air, phonation and articulation. He also provides an ample description of co-
articulation, sound sequences functioning as single units and articulatory
characteristics of cardinal vowels. Other toples receive less exhaustive
treatment. Vowel formants and prosodic features are briefly discussed. The
concepts of the phoneme, the allophone and the distinctive features are
introduced. A very short overview of the sound system of English is offered.
Students of English may find particularly useful Section 10 of Chapter 10, in
vhich vowel phonemes of British and American English are contrasted. Some
allowances are made for dialectal variation within these two types of English.
Due to the introductory format of the book, a number of phonetic and
phonological issues are left out of the account, for instance phonostylisties,
neutralization of phonological contrasts and instrumental analysis of sounds.

The presentation of the material selected by Catford merits the highest
praise. The author gradually unfolds the intricacies of speech production. He
starts with a very general functional description of the vocal tract and with
simple experiments in removing or adding initiation, articulation and voicing.
Then he proceeds to identify the subsections of articulators and introduces
more difficult experiments, such as the production of retroflex sounds, trills
or implosives.

A Practical Introduction to Phonetics is provided with an index of terms
and an excellent summaty which takes the form of a glossary of main concepts
introduced by Catford. The appendix entitled "For Further Reading" directs the
readers to specific chapters of alternative handbooks of phonetics.

The book under review certainly fulfils its title’s promises: it equips
the readers with a practical knowledge of phonetlcs. Just one reservation
could be expressed here. Catford assumes that cardinal vowels can be learned
from written description. The student of phonetics would, however, be well
advised to additionally consult a well-trained phonetician or to listen to
recordings of cardinal vowels.

A Practical Introduction to Phonetics can be recommended as an excellent
resource - one vhich promotes selfi-instruction - for appropriate courses in
linguistics and language-related courses.

Institute of English
and General Linguistics
University of Silesia
ul. Bando 10

41-205 Sosnoviec
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Part One, Deakin University course: Language and Learning
Christie, Frances, Language Education, Deakin University 1985, pp. vi + 49

Painter, Clare, Learning the Mother Tongue, Deakin University University 1985
pp.iii + 54

Halliday, M.A.K. and Eésan, R., Language, Context, and Text: Aspects of
language in a social—semiotic;gerapective, Deakin Unlversity 1985 pp. iv +

Lemke, J.L., Using Laﬁguage in the Classroom, Deakin University 1985 pp. v + 43

Halliday, M.A.K., Spbken and Written Language, Deakin University 1985 pp. viii
+ 109

Hasan, R., Linguistics, Language, and Verbal Art, Deakin University'1985 pp. vi
+ 124

[Eds.: Since this review was written, a second edition of this series has been
published by Oxford University Press.] '

Review by-STEVEN SCHREINER:

In Network no. 10, Editor Robin Pawcett extended a warm welcome to Deakin
University’s language education series. The six texts reviewed here comprise
the first.of a two-part course in the Master of Education program, "Language
and Learning." The series is edited by Frances Christie, whose own text
establishes the overall aim of the course: "to improve the quality of language
education in our schools" (p. v) by providing basic perspectives on language
and principles for its analyses. Written primarily for teachers and -
educationists, this series is also about how meanings are made, transmitted,
and learned and about how the language of the classroom and textbook can lead,
in J.M. Lemke’s words, to "social inequality and its injustice" (Lemke, p. 2}.

Each slim volume contains a helpful index called "technical terms® and a
"further reading" appendix, annotated in 4 of the texts; each text also
containg marginal notes or annotations making it easy for student and teacher
to find the salient points and key terms in each section. The reader can
glimpse quickly at the major role Halliday’s earlier works play in shaping the
concerns of the course; but the reader does not need to be familiar with
semiotics or functional systemic theory. Taken in the oxder in which they
appear listed, ‘the texts demonstrate successful applications of systemic
theory, enlightening the intended audience for the series.

A major impetus for the course arises from the finding that Aboriginal
Australians do poorly in school compared to vhite Australians. The Deakin
series, using other findings, in one sense attempts to explain why this
happens. As Lemke points out, teachers themselves are unaware of the implicit
connections their texts and lessons bear to the exclusive and complex meaning
systems of their particular culture. Hence, the series is among those recent
few textbooks which address the way ve mean, not only vhat we mean, in
classroom games, science, conversation or literature,

Christie views language learning as a way of "negotiating meanings" (p.
vi) and in those terms states the pedagogical direction the series will take:
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In order to participate successfully in the various
situations in which they find themselves, particularly in
schools, children need to learn the language necessary to
deal with these situations (p. 17).

The Deakin series aims to alert teachers that school language is a system of
social meaning within which students succeed and fail as a result of their
experience, not their intelligence. In the classroom, students are really
learning ideologies of culture. - '

Christie’s findings are not new (see Shirley Heath’s Ways with Words),
though they are fascinating. She examines the oral genre of JSEow and Tell"
and some written genres--recipes, "how to" stories, etc--and concludes
ingightfully that judgements about difference among students in performance
have truth, but not explanatory power. For Christie, "it would seem that we
should explain the difference by recourse to the differing domestic and social
contexts from which children come" (p. 35). Christie admonishes us to teach
students the genres they will need to manipulate. Writing teachers in the
United States are coming to similar conclusions as Christie, and exploring the
notion that learning to write is a matter of learning to construct different
written genres.

Clare Painter’s book alsc looks at language as a "set of resources for
making meanings™ (p. 48) and builds a strong case for a "language-mediated view
of the world" (p. 42) which tells us that knowing a language involves knowledge
of genres, contexts, and appropriate linguistic behaviors. Basing her study of
acquisition on Halliday’s Learning How to Mean, Painter looks at language
learning as an interaction between infant and sgiblings, parents, and care-
givers, in which the child learns about reality and about language _
simultaneously; according to Painter, "each is a consequence of the other" (p.

-21), VWhen the child recognizes that the meanings of utterance and situation
are intertwined, language acquisition is greatly speeded up. Painter’s study
helps us understand how the systemic functional approach is specially geared to
the study of language acquigition, since the approach relies so heavily on the
connections between utterance and situation as systems that reveal each other.

Vhile any interpretation of child language is at best tentative, relying
on "as-if-to-say" when stating what an utterance "means", Painter’s study
demonstrates that "any utterance embodies more than one kind of meaning option
and consists of more than oné expressive form", (p. 22). By seeing language as
a social phenomenon, not a cognitive apparatus vhich attains maturity at age 5,
Painter is able to describe linguistic maturity as the child’s increased
ability to use language in its various functions. Painter is able to describe
linguistic maturity as the child’s increased ability to use language in its
various functions. Painter illustrates her son’s transition from a linguistic
system which allowed him to talk either about things or to engage in talk with
others, to the use of a system that allowed him to make both kinds of meaning
happen simultaneously. :

Gradually the child comes to bring the two kinds of context
together (and his two "languages" together until all speech
situations are alike interpreted as having component aspects
(field, tenor, and mode) expressed by corresponding component
areas of the grammar: the experiential, interpersonal and
textual metafunctions (p. 36).

This book provides good support for the functional perspective as a way of
explaining the relationship between language learning and language use, and
while it offers no advice for the classroom, Painter’s applications of
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" Halliday’s semiotic theory will be valuable to students in graduate and
ndergraduate education programs.

' In Language, Context, and Text, Halliday lays out his fascinating notion
of language as a social semiotic system, exploring "functions" as components of
meaning, "register” as the main principle of variation in discourse, and
"intertextuality" as the concept which brings together context of situation

with context of culture. Building upon Malinowski’s belief-that understanding

a text in a given situation requires a history of meanings built from similar
contexts, Halliday concludes

There is a sense in which the classroom is one long text,

that carries over from one year to the next and from one

stage of schooling to the next (p. 47).
Over the school years, as the "text" of learning in school unfolds, not all
pupils become conversant with the discourse of their teachers, textbooks, and
activities. Halliday’s view of FIELD as "the play," TENOR as "the players,”
and MODE as "the parts" can help us better understand how students in a
classroom can fail to make the right predictions or appropriate assumptions
from the context of situation. While it may be arguable that "all learning is

a process of contextualization: a building up of expectancies about what will

happen next" (p. 49), Halliday plausibly concludes that the foreign student
"has not yet learnt to expect in English" (p. 46) nor to make predictions based
on context. Similarly, tﬁe series helps us recognize that the student from a
culture foreign to that in place in the classroom and textbook world is likely
to be thwarted by the social semiotic she encounters.

In her detailed, analytical contributions to the book, Hasan discusses
the Contextual Configuration, of CC, of a text; the CC is a "specific set of
values that realizes field, tenor, and mode" (p. 56) for any text, for example
a parent scolding a child in speech. Viewing texts as "language doing some job
in some context" (p. 11), Hasan wants to use the CC to account for the
obligatory and optional features of texts, or the generic structure potential
(GSP). By systematically deseribing different texts occurring in service
encounters," Hasan works toward the elusive goal of representing the full
semantical potential of a language, demonstrating the possible structures
within genres. The diagrams, however, prove difficult to read.

In discussing service encounters, Hasan seems to stray from the series’
aim to examine how meanings are negotiated in classrooms. Nevertheless, the
analyses of service encounters’ --shopping at the market--reveal that the
majority of verbs in those texts are descriptive, not active; a finding which
supports her claim that "structure" or moves we are allowed in specific
registers or genres, and not "texture,” or gspecific linguistic items,
identifies texts. Seen in terms of the classroom, Hasan’s findings indicates
that the defining features of texts such as unity and closure, must be
comprehended if learning is to take place. Grammaticality is not the issue in
language learning, since knowing how to speak a language is not the same as
knowing how to use it.

After spending several hundred hours observing science lessons in junior
and senior high school classes, physicist and semiotician J.L. Lemke notes in
his text

Students are indeed three to four times as likely to show

signs of close engagement with the lesson when the teacher is
breaking the usual rule of formal impersonal ways of talking
classroom science as when these rules are followed...(p. 16).

Because Lemke believes we ought to view education as "talk" (p.l), his finding
suggests that in the classroom how we talk determines to whom we talk. What is
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significant is that students differ in thelr capacities to respond to the %
social practices encoded in educational discourse, to "share-communicate or ™
share-resemble" (p. 18). Lemke’s position: current classroom practice leads¥
to social inequality and injustice. k.

To support his belief, Lemke distinguishes between "activity structures," ™§
such as the behaviors initiated by teachers’ moves toward question-answer
formats; and "thematic structures” which are language-use habits, syntagms or
paradigms, built up over years of classroom practice, and which signal
"gspaecific points of view and styles of expression" (p. 11). Lemke found that
classroom systems rely on an unfolding drama of ways of meaning that are
expected to be learned and known at a certain stage; moreover, these
assumptions "are largely outside conscious recognition of teachers and
students" (21). His monograph serves to point out that students, if for no
reason than the boredom Lemke cites, are entitled to a new discourse of science
in the classroom and textbook, and Lemke’s concise report is a start “toward
raiging language awareness in teachers.

Spoken and Written Language is the most complicated book in the series, for
several reasons. Firstly, Balliday wants to examine in detail the structures
of spoken and written language, for the purpose of showing that both forms of
language are equally complex. He examines information found in tone groups,
rhythm, and intonation, as he does with the clause, clause complex, and nominal
group. In part, Halliday wants to debunk the notion that writing is -a superior
means of communicating; thus, he explores the reasons vhy writing has lexical
density and speech has lexical sparsity. The differences are shown to be a
function of the fact that spoken language deals with processes, or happenings,
vhile written language deals with products, or existence. .

The text is also complicated because, given the impetus of this series, it
is difficult to place the concerns of this text within the classroom. After
discussing the origins of the writing system, Halliday establishes that
writing is secondary to speaking as a means of communicating. He wants us to
viewv speaking as a way of learning; he diagrams intonation contours,
transcribes speech, and counts feet in lines of verse and spoken prose, showing
that rhythmic patterns are meaningful. In the context of the series, however,
it is difficult to understand Halliday’s text.

One of the most interesting aspects of the book deals with grammar as a
metaphor, which transforms immediate processes from gpoken language, such as
applauding, to static products in written language, such as the nominal
applause. We learn that "different world views are embedded in speech and
writing," and that we "have passed the peak of exclusive literacy... speech has
regained at least some of its value in the culture" (p. 98). Spoken and
Written Language establishes the complexity of spoken language and the analyses
thereof; yet readers may wish that this text had been more clearly integrated
in the series’ concern with language of education of education as a social.
semiotic system.

Rugaiya Hasan has devoted much of her career to finding and developing a
framework for studying the language of different discourses, including
literature or verbal art. Building upon notions of information structure which
help locate meaning in clauses, in Linguistics, Language and Verbal Art Hasan
completes this series by examining howv language functlons in literature. She
notes that "...appreciation must give way to appraisal..." (p. 27).

By examining a poem and a short story Hasan helps to establish that the way
language functions in literature is literature; she emphasizes how
interpretation through linguistic structures, for example -er and ~ed roles of
the speaker, tense selection, foregrounding, can reveal a Full range of
potential meanings. Moreover, Hasan believes that such interpretation made
specific by a structural approach can lead to a clearer evaluation, than
evaluation privileged for its own sake. Seen through a Tunctional perspective,
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the literature studied in the classroom becomes accessible to the student who
" has been preparing all through schooling--through such patterning as nursgery
+ - rhymes vhich prepare our perception of clauses—-to realize the meanings of
verbal art. Hasan attempts to show teachers and students that "...the working
of the patterns and the text are one and the same thing..."(p. 12). '

Common threads woven through these six texts combine to remind us that as
teachers our grammar and behavior form only a small number of possible
discourses to which students are willing and able . The Deakin
series helps us understand that language fits our needs and can be closgely
studied through our investigation of how it meets those needs for contact, for
achievement, for knowledge. Texts which illuminate the discourse of education-
-nursery rhymes, science, literature and conversation--improve the chances that
ve vill teach fairly and insightfully. These are several of the many virtues

- of the first part of the Deakin series in language education; the second part
' should likewise be warmly welcomed. - '

Finally, it is important to make it clear that the Deakin Series is, as
planned, accessible to readers vho may be only slightly familiar with Systemic
Theory. Painter’s straightforvard analyses of her transcripts help us
understand how systemics accounts for language acquisition, while Christie
provides a practical application of genre theory to the classroom. Likewise,
practical applications of Halliday’s work make systemics seem a plausible and
attractive theory of language acquisition and use and these applications make
up for some of .the difficulties the reader will encounter in SPOKEN AND WRITTEN
LANGUAGE: Lemke’s lucid monograph cautions teachers to recognize the
assumptions which govern our discourse, if we are to understand how our
students learn science or any other classroom subject. For readers who have
braved longer analyses of spoken conversations, Hasan’s studies reveal how
speech, when examined in its context of utterance, does not look the way we
expected; thus Hasan’s study underscores how important our presence is, as well
as our practice, in performing service encounters in particular, and in
communicating in general. These are several of the many virtues of the first
part of the Deakin Series in language education; the second part should-
likewise be warmly welcomed.

English Department
Wayne State University
Detroit, Michigan

[Editor's note: The Deakin Series reviewed here are now published
by Oxford University Press. For more information contact:

Oxford University Press, Walton Street, Oxford, 0X2 6DP, England.
At least some of the books have been revised. More information
will be in Volumes 13/14 of NETWORK. ]-
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James Copeland (ed.). New Directions in Linguistics and Semiotics. Amster&;“
Studies in the Theory and History of Linguistic Science 1V. Current Issues ir¥
Linguistic Theory. Volume 32. Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company,™
1984,

Revieved by IREK JAKUBCZAK

The book under review brings together eleven papers delivered at the
symposium on nev directions in linguistics and semiotics that was held in
Houston, Texas, on March 18 - 20, 1982.. The contributions are grouped into
five main sections, with introductory notes to each section. The volume also
includes a preface, an introduction, biographical notes on the contributors,
and a general index. , _

Dissatisfied with the definition of linguistics as the study of language,
Sydney Lamb: Introduction - "On the Aims of Linguistics”, attempts to redefine
the field by looking into two "very nearly inseparable" (8) questions: what are
the aims of linguistics? and what is linguistics? He argues for a redefinition
of linguistics in Hjelmslevian terms: he opts for abolishing the boundaries
between pure and applied linguistics and for reaffirming the relevance of
theoretical linguisties to other fields claiming interest in language.

Part I provides two, largely programmatic, papers: "Mellow Glory" by
Winfred P. Lehmann and "The Uniqueness Fallacy" by Charles C. Hockett. Lehmann
is preoccupied with the current status and recent history of linguistics. He
rightly points to the neogrammariang’ disregard for syntax and the-
transformationalists’ neglect of language in favour of grammar. He insists on
educating linguists instead of training them, which would involve knowledge of
at least one structurally different language beside one’s native tongue,
observing how language is used (emphasis mine), and acquaintance with several
theories of language. o

Charles Hockett attacks what he calls "the uniqueness fallacy", i.e. the
assumption that two grammatical analyses of a sentence must obey the Law of the
Excluded Middle. His discussion mainly concerns the simple clause. His non-
uniqueness principle, however, is not entirely plausiblae. For while it is true
that the word fun is a nominal predicate attribute for some speakers and an
adjectival predicate attribute for others, and no misunderstanding arises in
communication one can still claim that fun has noun-like distribution on the
grounds that it can be negated by no, while "true" adjectives cannot, at least
in predicative position, cf. * He Is no wise. Still, Hockett’s paper is a
valuable contribution to linguistic methodology in that it reconciles diverse
approaches to sentence analysis.

The common theme that runs through Part II is the concern voiced by
M.A.K. Halliday: "Linguistics in the University" and Mary R. Haas "Lessons
from American Indian Linguistics". They both note a crisis of identity in
present-day linguilstics and suggest similar remedies. But vhile Halliday
emphasizes the social responsibilities of linguists in responding to practical
linguistic issues, Haas stresses the importance of studying languages rather
than language. She makes a similar point to that raised by Lehmann, namely
that a student of linguistics should learn to analyze and describe a language
unrelated to the student’s native language. Halliday’s paper also contains an
excellent discussion of grammatical metaphor, even though he does not define
it., By claiming that spoken language is lexically sparse and grammatically
complex, while written language is lexically dense but grammatically simple,
Halliday gives fresh impetus to linguistic analysis of written and spoken
texts. :
The three papers in Part III are clear examples of the "ethnographic"
approach to language study - to use Halliday’s designation employed in the same
volume - with Robert Longacre’s "Reshaping Linguistics" being the most




rogrammatic of them. Longacre correctly assumes that meaning and

understanding are inseparable in language. He deals with lexical semantics,
suggesting that there is no distinetion between linguistic and non-linguistic
knowledge. He ignores emotive meaning, which is a serious shortcoming. Ilse
Lehiste’s "The Many Linguistic Functiong of Duration" is a valuable phonetic
contribution to the disambiguation process in natural language. By showing
that the increased interstress interval 1s correlated with the phrase boundary
in (old men) and women, Lehiste proves convincingly that actual utterances
rather than sentences are never ambiguous. "Lexical Semantics and Text
Semantics" by Charles Fillmore postulates a cognitive-semantic approach to
Yexpressions"” and "texts". Fillmore criticizes alethetic semantics for its
inability to handle context of use, claiming that his theorxy is superior in

. that it can determine why a glven sentence is appropriate or inappropriate in a

. given context. Unfortunately he does not formulate general rules tying
meanings with contexts nor does he specify properties of contexts.
Consequently, his framework does not account for linguistic
productivity/creativity, the central problem of semantics.

The papers by Edward Stankiewicz "Linguistics, Poetics, and the Literary
Genres" and Donald Preziosi "Subjects and Objects" constitute Part IV.
Stankiewicz revises Jakobson’s definition of the poetlc language and attempts a
nev definition of all three major literary genres by employing the notions of
invariance and markedness. He claims that the key to their differentiation is
the role each of them assigns to the narrated event and to the speech event:
the drama and the epic have them as obligatory features, while the lyric is
unmarked in this respect. They also achieve unity differently: the first two
by means of a plot, the last by means of a rhythmic pattern. It seems,
however, that certain epic poems would use both means to achieve unity.
Preziosi specifies two ways in which visual semiotics can influence
linguistics: its recent emphasis on the user of the made (built) environment
and the fact that it provides for crossmodal connections. But although we can
draw many parallels between language and architecture, language will always
remain the reference base. To point to two crucial differences only language
can be used in the displaced mode and only language can develop spontaneously.

Part V brings together tyo papers: "Symptom" by Thomas A. Sebeok and
"Semiotic Laws in Linguistics and Natural Science." by Sebastian Shaumyan.
Both authors reserve a privileged place for semiotics among sciences. Sebeok
studies the relationship between the sign and the symptom. He gives a very
comprehensive definition of the sign and treats symptoms as special cases of
signs. The disquieting fact about Sebeok’s approach is that he does not accord
language its unique place as a semiotic system. Shaumyan addresses one of the
central problems in linguistic theory: the nature of metalanguage. While most
of his criticism of transformational-generative grammar is certainly correct, I
fined it difficult to agree with his claim that "it confounds constituency
relations with linear word order" (253): many writers on transformational
grammar insist on separating these two aspects of syntactic¢ structure.

Many papers in the collection manifest emphasis on the addressee in the -
communication process. What they lack most are clear statements on linguistic
methodelogy.
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Functional approaches to writing: research perspectives. Edited by Barbéi“
Couture. London: Frances Pinter, 1986. k.

Reviewed by CAROL C. MOCK

This collection of original papers presents the work of scholars whose
insights arise from their close investigation of written texts in social
contexts. It will be valuable reading both for composition theorists and text
linguists, if not for lightheaded undergraduates in those two fields.

In the introduction, Couture raises a provocative question about what
compositional and interpretive tasks language requires of writers and readers.
First of all, what does language require of writers? Conformity to syntactic
rules governing the parts of a sentence, for one thing; but syntactic matters
are only a small part of what is going on in writing, if we are convinced that
language functions so as to embody the social semiotic in which texts arise and
are social acts. Similarly, the interpretation of a written text requires more
of readers than just "barking at print," as Martin Davies points out in his
paper. The fourteen papers in the book give individual answers to these
functional questions, and yet they all demonstrate the interrelatedness between
texts and the live discourses to which they contribute, via the linguistic
choices that writers and readers make.

The book has four parts. The first offers functional descriptions of
specific linguistic features in written texts and proposes methods of textual
analysis by means of papers by Robert L. Brown, Jr. and Carl G. Herndl, Michael
P. Jordan, and Mary Ann Eiler. Part II explores the processes of producing and
interpreting written texts, in papers by Barbara Couture, Deborah Brandt,
Edward L. Smith, jr., and Michael Hoey and Bugene Winter. Part III
investigates the extent to which ’well-written’ texts contain identifiable:
linguistic features that are either lacking or misused in ’badly-written’ ones,
in papers by Carolyn G. Hartnett, Christine A. Hult, and Pamela Peters. Part
IV addresses the challenge of teaching students how to write, with individual
papers by Stephen. Bernhardt, Martin Davies, Frances Christie, and a joint

paper by James R. Martin and Joan Rothery. In what follows, each paper is
revieved to glve a foretaste of its content.

Part I

Browvn and Herndl‘s "Ethnographic study of corporate writing" reports two
studies of writing in business corporations, focusing on the persistence with
vhich some technical writers resist the guidance of their supervisors with
regard to the style of writing demanded of them and produce heavily nominalized
and/or narrative prose for audiences for audiences for whom such styles are
considered inappropriate. B and H suggest that such behavior can be explained
as an indication of the sign function of these linguistic choices,
specifically, their signIf%cance as markers of group affiliation or social
aspirations. _ _

B and H skirt the issue of developing a method of textual analysis,
simply counting the number of superfluous nominalizations per 1000 words and
asserting the presence of narrative structures without reporting a close
scrutiny of actual texts. It would have been good to know to what extent
engineers and economists who overuse the narrative mode of discourse also
overuse nominalizations, and to what extent the social anxiety or job
insecurity factor that was found to be statistically significant in the first
study was evident among the writers in the second study.

The most valuable part of B and H’s paper is their demonstration that
writing values differ from one language subculture to another and that these
differences in sign function--e.g. identity maintenance or aspirations--cause
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conflicts. Four pedagogical concepts emerge from their studies: 1)
form/structure based teaching of writing obscures its social foundation and
should be abandoned; 2) writing errors do not necessarily represent ignorance-
-they may indicate the writer’s aspirations; 3) corporate writers need to learn
to write for secondary audiences--for readers vho are observing the business
transactions that take place by means of written documents; 4) writing
instructors can metivate good writing practices by consciously linking them
with student writers’ aspirations for group affiliation. In the case of
nisused nominalizations, admitting that "much social-science and business
writing gets along just fine with heavily nominal style" can challenge teachers
to teach appropriate and clear nominalization.

Jordon’s "Close cohesion with do so" examines four of the syntactic
contexts in which do so is used within the confines of complex sentences; 1)
as the main verb after subjects defined by a relative clause (e.g. industries
‘that want to go metric can and have done so...), 2) as a verb in the second
part of compound nominal groups (e.g. to meet the requirements of variety and
style within the economic framework on substantially shorter productien runs,
and to do so while retaining economic viability), 3) in a subordinate clause
following or preceding the independent clause to which it 1s attached
hypotactically (e.g. If I was allowed to do so, I could make the yard into an
extremely viable commercial concern...), and 4) as grammatical cohesion between
coordinated clauses (e.g. if you wish to make your own menu but have not yet
done so0,...). .

J c¢laims that the third of these invalidates the statement in Halliday
and Hasan 1976 that "the form [of do] with ‘so’ is less frequent in all cases
vhere the presupposing clause is structurally related to the presupposed one"
(Cohesion in English, pp. 116-117), but he interprets this to mean something
much stronger than the quotation implies: that do so "cannot occur in a
subordinate clause when its reference is in the preceding main clause" (39).
After studying the relevant pages of Cohesion in English I was unable to see
the point of jordan’s argument. Halllday and Hasan make only two categorical
statements about conditions under vhich do_so does not occur: in a comparative
clause with than or as, and in a clause vhose goal element is explicitly
repudiated. J does present a real, if somewhat dubiously acceptable, example
from the Daily Telegraph that contradicts the first of these limitations: This
indicated that, though the total who voted was one greater than did so in the
second ballot, one MP who drew a ballot paper had omitted to use 1t (36). But
the majority of the examples he cites contradict only his overly general
interpretation of the original statement by Halliday and Hasan (1976). There
is criticism that could be leveled equally well at both Jordan’s paper and
Halliday and Hasan’s book, however; neither of them presents any quantified
data to support their statements about frequence of use. Another weak section
in this paper was J’s criticism of an elicitation experient of Michiels (1977);
he neither reports M’s conclusions about do so nor conducts an elicitation
experiment of his own that might have given more valid results. .

J’s best section is his analysis of the differences, both ideational.and
textual, between do so and the very similar expressions do it, and do that,
vhich is impressively sensitive. He concludes that do so is a polite,
reasoning, formal usage compared with do that and do it, and that using do so
instead of one of the other expressions forces the interpretation of a
syntactically closer referent.

The title of Eiler’s paper, "Thematic distribution as a heuristic for
written discourse function", makes sense only after one has read the whole
paper; a less technical title could have been "Structurally thematic
expressions as clues to the genre of a written text." Using an exceptionally
unusual text--a chapter from a physics book that was only a slightly modified
transcription from a series of informal academic lectures--E demonstrates that
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the use of thematic choices is a significant part of social interaction; ing
study she shows that the interaction between (an invisible) student audience’
and an instructor is vhat shapes how information about physics is presented {\
the text. :

E defines thematic cheoice in Hallidayan terms, analyzes which elements
are in first position in the sentence as a result of the speaker’s choice, and
demonstrates how the identity and characteristic semantic function of these
thematic elements can serve as a heuristic for the particular genre. She
presents her investigation with laudable care, summarizing her data without
ignoring minor bits that refuse to fit the overall pattern.

Part 1I

Couture’s "Effective ideation in writtem text: a functional approach to
clarity and exigence" proposes to describe effective writing by means of a
scale of explicitness in which the implicit pole is emblematic, poetic, or
ritualistic and the explicit end is clear enough for the intended audience to
comprehend. She defines effective ideation as a balance between clarity and
situational exigence, and the value of a text is its potential to promote both
‘logical conceptualization’ and ‘semiotic contextualization’. Thus, "the
structure of written discourse reflects two kinds of meaning systems: LOGICAL
meaning which is realized in a discourse’s propositional content and SEMIQTIC
meaning which is realized in the discourse’s reference to meaning systems above
language and outside the text" (71-72): Logical conceptualization is a matter
of identifying the topics in a text and comments upon them, and making note of
the connections between them; e.g., the topic of a paragraph is contained in
its thesis statement, if it has one, while the other sentences of the paragraph
comment on it. Similarly, each sentence has a structural theme, and there are
always logical relations between sentences.

For an understanding of ’semiotic contextualization’ and systems of
semiotic meaning, C directs us to register (the types or styles of language
appropriate to particular contexts) and to genre (text format, rhetorical
structures), saying that registers impose constraints of explicitness on
vocabulary and sentence structure, while genres impose constraints of a broader
scope encompassing the entire text. She proposes that social exigence, or the
appropriateness of register and genre to the situation in which the text
communicates its message, is a situational analogue to loglcal clarity, and she
explainsg how written texts generally reveal the situations that prompted them
to be written.

's high level of abstraction robs her point of much of its communicative
impact, because her dense prose makes for slow reading. She makes extensive
reference to the writing of other theorists in support of her general
statements, which is helpful for readers who are already widely read; but more
language examples or in-depth textual analysis would have been useful to a less
expert audience.

Writing in more accessible language, Brandt looks at three essays by a
single student writer in "Text and context: how writers come to  mean."
Focusing on exophoric referents, cohesive devices and thematic elements in the
opening paragraph of each essay, she demonstrates that there are clues in a
text to the conditions under which it was written and that what a writer can
mean in a given text depends upon its extralinguistic context, the ’‘assignment’
for which it is written. B presents cohesion as a context-sensitive writing
strategy: when vhould a word be repeated? replaced with a synonym? with a
pronoun? The decision depends on the writer’s assessment of the reader’s need
to have references labelled consistently or elaborated upon.

This paper is useful for its insistence that ultimately cohesion is not
internal to a text--that its extent and appropriateness depend "on the same
criteria used in choosing exophoric references, criteria having to do with the
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extent of shared writer-reader knowledge and with the writer’s powers...to
develop understanding” (96).

The clarity with which B presents her argument leads me to wish she had
explored more deeply the implications of her research for the structuring of
writing assignments. For example, the less explicit and narrow the assignmerit
is or the smaller the amount of shared knowledge which the writer can assume in
advance, the more urgent is the need for the writer to help readers construct a
context; thus, the text needs to be more explicit and closer to Bernstein’s
elaborated code than to his restricted code of communication.

In "Achieving impact through the interpersonal component,® Smith presents
evidence that the actual writing practice of professional writers contradicts
the advice of writing handbooks, in which cholces of person and mood are said
to need consistency--e./g. third person throughout a formal text, without
alloving for occasional shifts of grammatical mood such as imperatives or
rhetorical questions. Investigating an actual text in which the personal tone
changes appropriately, S argues in favor of teaching such shifts of person and
mood rather than abiding by the handbooks. _

According to S, textual shifts in person and mood stem from choosing to
modulate personal tenor (tone, degree of formality or distancing) and
functional tenor (the purpose of the text as didactic or not). He establishes
a scale along the dimension formal/informal to rank the linguistic features
that manifest personal tenor, and a didactic/non-didactic scale to rank
features of functional tenor. Such scales could be developed into pedagogical
devices so that student writers could grow in their awareness of how much
flexibility of person and mood is suitable and how much is excessive.

Hoey and Winter present their descriptive approach, c¢lause relational
analysis, in "Clause relations and the writer’s communicative task," and
explore how the writer’s grammatical and lexical choices effect how readers
interpret or process texts. Although their definition of clause relations is
cumbersome (123):

A clause relation is the cognitive process, and the product of that
process, whereby the reader interprets the meaning of a clause,
sentence, of group of sentences in the context of one or more preceding
clause, sentences, or groups of sentences in the same discourse. It is
also the cognitive procesgs and the product of that process whereby the
choices the writer makes from grammar, lexis, and intonation in the
creation of a clause, sentence, or group of sentences are made in the
context of the other clauses, sentences, or groups of sentences in the
discourse. '

its interactive focus is worthy of close study. For many readers, the value of
this paper will be they way in which H and W bridge the gap between useful
rhetorical categories which composition theorists have used for years without
being able to make clear the connections between them and the syntactic
categories of ‘linguistics. The bridge is formed by the clause relations they
identify, which are "abstractions from the questions a writer seeks to answver
at particular points in his or her discourse" (123). Because clause relations
are not quasi-grammatical structures, the number of rhetorical patterns based
on them is theoretically unlimited, but the ones they list are typical: as
types of logical connection, they give intentional/interpretive relations such
as contrast, compatibility, generalization/ example, preview and detail, and
most simply, topic maintenance; as types of loglcal sequences, they suggest
cause/consequence, condition/consequence, evaluation/ basis (for the
evaluation), instrument/achievement, and most simply, time sequence (cf. Winter
1974, for an approach to genres as culturally favored discourse patterns that
are combinations of clause relations; e.g. problem/solution,question /ansver
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/evaluation /answver /evaluation; hypothetical/real). For genre scholars, 5
of the research questions arising from this orientation would be to ask whify
questions are most likely to be answered by the sequence in which clauses an‘
larger rhetorical units occux. b

Part III

In "Static and dynamic cohesion: signals of thinking in writing," 3
Hartnett explores the connection between coherent meaning and cohesive writing.
Rather than using the more formal categories of Cohesion in English
(Halliday/Hasan 1976), H distinguishes two functional types of cohesive
devises: STATIC cohesive ties--those that Focus and hold a reader’s attention
on a topic; and DYNAMIC ties--those which develop a topic rhetorically by
creating new semantic ties. According to H, "Static ties connect stretches of
text; dynamic ties advance the logic of the discourse" (151). The first type
maintains semantic relationships already set forth in the text, while the
second shifts them without losing meaningful connection with the topic(s) that
have already been introduced. Static cohesive devices include lexical
repetition, anaphoric demonstratives, third-person pronouns, and definite
articles; substitution and ellipsis generally; continuative conjunctions such
as well, additive conjunctions such as also, which "introduce further
information, facts, or details without necessarily developing the topic"
(145)~-plus synonyms, antonyms and normal lexical collocations which maintain
the semantic relationships by cognitive associations; and parallel syntactic
structures. Dynamic devices include temporal conuncts (before, after), lexical
superordinates for high-level logical relationships (i.e., definition terms),
hyponyms used as examples; causal conjunctions (therefore), adversatives (but
however) for contrasts, comparative and superlative adjectives and adverbs for
comparison and contrast.

H uses these categories in order to examine the writing of basic or

- beginning writers. Her experimental procedure was to search 316 essays for one

correct usage of each type of cohesive device, in order to find the total

number of different types used. She found a correlation, but only a weak one,
betveen the quantity of static/dynamic ties and readers’ judgements of quality

of the writing. This implies that even these two categories are not directly
or s;rongly related to readers’ inner sense of what constitutes high-quality
writing.

Even so, there are implications for teachers in the distinction between
static and dynamic ties, for there may be a developmental sequence in learning
static and dynamic ties. Unlike static ties, dynamic ones are sparse and
optional, and can produce the effect of a contorted or convoluted text if
overused, for extended thought is quite possible without them. H’s claim that
extending one’s thought is more difficult than maintaining attention on a topic
also merits pedagogical attention.

In "Global marking of rhetorical frame in text and reader evaluation,"
Hult examines how linguistic markers of rhetorical frames affect experienced
readers’ evaluations of the text’s communicative effectiveness. The "frame"
identified in this paper ls labeled "informal proof" -- a type of persuasive
writing to be found in editorials, but unfortunately, H does not define this
crucial technical term which seems to approach the meaning of genre, saying
only that experienced readers and writers have frames of expectation with which
they approach texts and that these frames serve as a means of organizing and
storing information.

H asks how writers signal rhetorical frames in expository essays and how
the rhetorical frames of high-quality exposition differ from average ones. By
analyzing a large number of student essays, she tests the hypothesis that
holistic evaluators rank more highly student essays with clearly developed
organization than those without it. H demonstrates that both highly valued and
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. .average essays display similar numbers of paragraphs, main arguments,
clarifying and support points, but they differ otherwise. The highly valued
ones have fewer repeated arguments or repeated support points, fewer problem
areas, and more examples at a parallel level of specificity, or in other words,
a richer supply of elaborations. A further analysis of the rhetorical
organization of sixty highly valued essays reveals regular patterns of topic
sentences in paragraph-initial position, information important to the main
point being placed in the thematic subject slot of individual sentences, the
presence of rhetorical questions, and cohesive ties used apprOpriately to
highlight the main arguments.

H invites scholars to analyze rhetorical frames in other types of
discourse--e.g. causation, comparison/contrast, description, response,
chronology--in order to correlate linguistic data with readers’ holistic
evaluation of quality, and suggests that writing teachers should help students
recognize and control rhetorical frames, giving attention even to clause-level
matters such as what belongs in the subject position.

In "Getting the theme across: a study of dominant function in the academic

" writing of university students," Peters explores how variation in content,
audience and the overall theme (in its broad rhetorical sense as the main
proposition that an expository text is assumed to have) affect judgements of
the success of student esgays ag texts, arguing that "the theme serves to
structure the often complex variety of information offered and to coordinate it
tovard a clear argumentative goal" (170-171). She analyzes 130 student essays
(fifty essays from each of three assignments) according to three sets of
functional strategies derived from Halliday’s semiotic macrofunctions:

TEXTUAL ones provide cohesion from one statement to the next or mark out
the structural components of the text,

INTERPERSONAL ones that represent some kind of interaction betwveen the
vriter and the reader .

EVALUATIVE ones that interpret, classify, and evaluate the ideational
content of the text,

Unfortunately, the results of the analysis illuminate the evaluator’s
academic values more clearly than the writers’ strategies. P demonstrates,
perhaps unwittingly, that use of evaluative language in expository essays
symbolizes "thinking", that most-highly valued commodity of academic discourse.
The pedagogical implications of this paper are fairly predictable; for -
instance, that it helps student writers handle the interpersonal aspect of the
writing task to have a clearly specified (and real) audience for a writing
assignment, as writing instructors should already know. On the positive side,
one of P/s statements echoes this reviewer’s struggles to teach writing:
"Students might be encouraged to think of the reader as witness to the
continuous unfolding of the text" (182).

Part Iv

Bernhardt’s "Applying a functional model of language in the writing
classroom" surveys the ways in which functional approaches to language are
appropriate to the teaching of writing. Toward the end of the paper he focuses
on systemic functional grammar, but in general his scope is broader than any
one theoretical model. Perhaps the most useful part of B'’s paper is his survey
of the publications of writing theorists who use a functional orientation:
Flover, Hayes and Swarts (1983) propose a "scenario principle," focusing the
attention of writer on human agents performing actions in particular
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situations; other scholars such as Huckin (1983) and Selzer (1983) attack
readability formulas for being based solely on the texts in isolation from ¢
social contexts of their use; Harweg (1980) shows how the introductory
materials of a text need to draw readers in, if the audience comes to the text:
unwillingly; and the RHETORICAL CASES approach to composition instruction 3
(Woodson 1982, Couture and Goldstein 1985) gives students a set of well-defined
situations that demand written responses.

B also suggeésts that teachers of writing should present a variety of
written language to students, to allow them the possibility of becoming aware
of register variation; should ask them to write for a variety of audiences and
purposes, leading them to a greater sensitivity to meaningful variation
within registers and to an appreciation of written academic discourse as a
socially relevant register.

B defends the application of the systemic functional grammar to the
teaching of writing because it focuses on real choices rather than error-
hunting, and because the scale of delicacy frees teachers from the frustration
of trying to teach all the grammar in order to teach some of it. His
functional orientation is clear: "We can teach students to recognize how
vriting involves constant choice from the options the language affords. What
determines effective choice is how well a text reflects a rhetorical strategy-
-wvhat the writer wants to do to whom in a given situation™ (194). But in spite
of all his good ideas, B does not quite live up to the title of the paper;
rather than applying systemic functional grammar to the teaching of
composition, he attempts to justify teaching functional linguistics to students
who are learning how to write. Whether even a functional model of linguistics
is an appropriate writing pedagogy remains to be proved.

In beautifully clear prose, Davies "Literacy and intonation" gives a brief
summary of intonation, using twvo of the analytical categories of Halliday’s
approach (1967,1970)~-Tonality and Tonicity. He then reports an investigation
of oral reading which demonstrates how intonation patterns in oral reading can
reveal a reader’s (mis)understandings because he supplies intonation patterns
according to his comprehension of the information structure of the text. D;
compares two readings of a science text: one by a child and the other by a
competent adult. The differences in their intonational choices supports D's
agssertion that "the particular pattern of intonation supplied by a reader
is...not a peripheral adjunct to the text but an interpretation of its total
semantic structure"(217).

0f the three elements that create texture in a text--thematic structure,
cohesive devices, and information structure--the last one is least well
represented in written English, because it is expressed by intonation. For the
writer, then, the challenge is to learn to signal unusual or marked choices of
words to be appropriately highlighted by stress (without recourse to too much
underlining) and to control the ambiguity of semantic domain that inevitably
results vhen the tonic appears in its unmarked position on the last salient
syllable of the tone group. Punctuation only occasionally helps; for usage
ranges on a continuum from closely phonoclogical--mirroring tene group
boundaries--to closely syntactical--reflecting clause structures. Therefore a
major problem of both writers and readers of written English is that
"intonation expresses information structure in speech, but little explicit
representation of information structure appears in writing"(207).

The major value of his paper is that it clarifies the tangled relationshlp

" between the phonological form information structure takes and its

representations in written English. D argues persuasively that reading with
comprehension is in large part a matter of grasping the information structure
of a written text, and therefore supplying the intonational cues which are only
imperfectly signaled by writing conventions., Although the paper does not
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-~ directly apply linguistic insights to writing instruction, writing instructors
‘who read it may find themselves suddenly eager to apply their new knowledge.

In "Writing in schools: generic structures as ways of meaning," Christie
attacks teachers’ ignorance of the objectively identifiable characteristics of
~highly valued language genres and argues in favor of consciously teaching genre
patterns to allow children access to the forms of discourse they require to
demonstrate what they know and can do.

Defining GENRE broadly enough. to include the forms of writing normally
used to construct meaning in several different disciplines, C claims that
"learning to write in science, social studies, or literary studies is a matter
of learning to distinguish the different generic structures associated with
each field", so that "the more precise teachers can be about generic features,
the better thay will guide their children in a successful educational

i experlence."(224-225). C supports her impassioned statements with cogent
analysis of three student texts to see why they do or do not conform to the
genres they are supposed to exemplify: narrative, scientific essay, and
literary character study. She highlights the thematic structure and cchesive
ties of conjunction, reference chains, and lexis in these texts to demonstrate
why they succeed or fall ag examples of particular genres, .

C also spells out some of the pedagogical implications of her work.
Literary interpretations are but particular examples of the generic
argumentative and persuasive essay; and elementary school teachers should
recognize the difference between the genres of NARRATIVE, which they favor, and
the gimpler genre children themselves feel comfortable with RECOUNT--a text in
which events are temporally connected, but without any sense of crisis or
-dramatic tension and its resolution (cf. Martin and Rothery 1980, 1981; Labov
and Waletzky 1967). Writing recounts may well be a necessary stage on the way
to writing recognizable narratives. It is worth considering her conviction:
"thoughtful attention. to the linguistic structuring of the essay genres robs
the processes of argument, persuasion, and discussion of the aura of mystery
that surrounds them"(239).

Martin and Rothery’s "What a functional approach to the writing task can
show teachers about good writing" is an essay in support of the process
approach to writing classes. They urge teachers to let young children invent
the means for writing--spelling, punctuation--so they can focus on the more
important task of making meaning, and say that young writers need to have
adults respond to the meaning of their words, not just to the spelling, and
that ultimately this will also allov children to see the purpose of proper
spelling and punctuation. On a more theoretical level, they argue in favor of
training teachers to approach language as a means to social interaction, rather
that as the countersign to thought, demonstrating that genre analysis can
reveal the stages or SCHEMATIC STRUCTURES that purposive language behavior has
in a particular situation; e.g. the stages of appointment-making, which Hasan
(1977) delineates as greeting, query, identification, application, offer,
confirmation, documentation, summary, and finis. Schematic structures like
these constitute sets by which entire genres can be identified, e.g. narrative,
exposition, service encounter, sermon. Unfortunately, the M and R definition
of GENRE as "the staged purposeful soclal processes through which a culture is
realized in language" (234) is so abstract that it is not comprehensible
without intensive reflection.

They ask that teachers become aware of genres and the kinds of linguistic
choices that typically realize each one, and promise that by doing so they will
be able to lead their students to discover schematic patterns and to help
students recognize what genre is required by particular situations. They also

~suggest using Donald Graves’ approach to the teaching of composition because it
makes provision for a number of stages in producing a text: prewriting, time
for drafting and consultation, and redrafting. There are other practical
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Robin P. Fawcett and David Young (eds.). New Developments in Systemic wi
inguistics, Volume 2: 1 London and Nev York: Francesy

L Theory and Application.
Pinter: 1988. 225 pages

Revieved by L.J. RAVELLI

Fawvcett’s and Young’s collection of papers aims to give us an insight into some
- of the nev developments in the theory and application of systemic linguisties.
In contrast with Volume 1 (Halliday and Fawcett 1987), the emphasis on
application is foregrounded, although both volumes reflect the cycle of "theory
- description/application - theory". The result here is promising and
encouraging - various nev directions and new ways of following familiar paths
(vhich then take us to new locations) are presented. The book covers a diverse

range of applications: from Testing the theory, with papers on probabilistic

grammar and Iintonation in Canadlan English, to Language Pathology and the role
of systemics therein. In between, there are contributions to Descriptive

Semiotics, Educational, Ideological and Cognitive Linguistics, Discourse

AnaIsts, and Literary Stylistics.

This diversity presents a problem for the reviewer, however. Such a collection
of articles virtually replaces the journal, and it is difficult in one review
to do justice to each paper, particularly when most of them are very complex.
So, in this review, the emphasis will not be on an evaluation of individual
papers, but on a search for common threads, as a reflection of the current
status of theory and application in systemic linguistics. Interestingly, a
large number of the papers do relate closely to one particular theme,
suggesting a new focus of interest for systemic linguistics.

Vhile a diverse range of applications are covered, often only one paper,
covering one aspect of that application, is presented. So, for instance, the
role of court discourse as genre is discussed as one aspect of ideological
linguistics, but numercus other topics, such as the representation of gender in
language, could have been included. As the introduction says, the book should
be seen as an insight and not as an exhaustive overview. Some areas of
application are omitted, however, and one omission seems unforgiveable, namely
that of computational linguistics. Despite the excuses in both the Foreword
and the Introduction, the fact remains that this is a vital and significant
part of current systemic linguistics, and it must be made accessible to more
people. While the topic is covered elsewhere (eg Benson and Greaves 1985) and
will soon have its own volume (Bateman and Matthiessen, forthcoming), the
volume concerning ’‘new developments’ simply should have had a contribution from
‘one of the most recent and most exciting areas of development of both theory
and application.

That is not to take away from the papers which are included. Unfortunately the
organization of the book - compartmentalizing the articles into areas of
application - suggests that the articles are only relevant to that particular
application. They do, of course, make a significant contribution to that area,
but much more interesting is the way they nearly all also interrelate. This is
largely because of the interplay of theory and application - new applications
raise new problems and require extensions to and modifications of the theory.
Thus while different papers deal with different applications, they often come
across similar problems and thus an interesting ’network’ of related ideas and
trends emerges in this volume. Readers would be well advised not just to home
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“in on their favourite area of application, but to browse through the book and
“get a feel for its overall nature.

What, then, is ’new’ about these developments? On the one hand, the papers

~ represent a concerted effort to examine more closely some of the very familiar

theoretical concepts in systemic linguistics, almost deliberately shaking and
stirring the model to see vhat new strengths can be found or what should
perhaps be abandoned or at least reworked. On the other hand, there is also an
attempt to use systemic theory in different areas of application, to see vhat
it can illuminate in other fields, and in turn, what this then adds to the
theory. Scattered throughout both these approaches, is a much greater emphasis
than has previously been found in systemics on the spoken, dynamic nature of

language.

It is most interesting that the majority of the articles are concerned not just

with examining one aspect of language, but with placing thelr linguistic
analysig within a broader theory of language as a social phenomenon. This has
of course always been a central tenet of systemic linguistics - we use language
because we are social beings, and language is the way it is because of its
place in society and culture. Such a notion was first expressed by Firth,
following the observations of language in the context of a functioning society
by Malinowski. But what is different and new in this volume, is the attempt to
fully explicate the implications of such a tenet, and to demonstrate how it is
that language relates to ’'higher’ notions of context, sociefy, culture.

Various papers in this volume gently push forward the frontiers of this
theoretical boundary. Thus, for instance, in her contribution to descriptive
semiotics, Ventola explores the relationship between language and semiotics,
drawving on the systemic notions of system and structure to explicate the
relations between language and other semiotic planes (such as genre, register).
She suggests (p. 57) that the term ’systemiotics’, describing the multilayered
approach to analysis that she adopts, is merely playful. Yet there is an
important sense in which it captures the essence of her approach: adopting a
systemically based method of exploring semiotics of all sorts - culture,
society, language - and the vay they interrelate. Her work draws closely on
the model of language developed by Martin at the University of Sydney. Based
on the Hjelmslevian concepts of connotative and denotative expression planes,
the model sees language as the realization of the higher semiotic planes of
register and ultimately of genre. Ventola capably demonstrates the advantages
of such a model: a linguistic analysis alone is simply not able to answer all
our guestions about the meaning of a text. For example, in the service
encounter text used by Ventola, even an extensive analysis of phonology,
lexicogrammar and discourse leaves many aspects of the text unilluminated.
Exactly who, for instance, are the participants? Why are certain concepts
important in the text? Why do the participants behave in the way that they do?
Register analysis goes some way tovards ansvering these questions, but even
then, genre analysis is needed to explain the significance of the chosen
options.

Steiner, in using child language to explore cognitive linguistics, also sees
language in a wider social framework. Specifically, he aims to relate language
as activity to a broader theory of activity in general, and he adopts a multi-
level approach in order to describe both language as activity and language
within activity. PFurther, Butt examines the role of language in the
construction of reality. In probing the existential fabric of a poem as a
contribution to literary stylistics, he uses a detailed linguistic analysis to
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demonstrate the way a poem can exploit the reader’s conception of reality, b
thus illustrates how language can influence our perception of the other k.
semiotics to which it relates.

Other articles in this volume examine areas of linguistics which are not

necessarily ’‘new’, but vhich are nevertheless underdeveloped in systemic k.
linguisties as a vhole. Thus Gotteri looks at the role of systemic linguistics
in the area of language pathology. This is an area in vhich only one
significant contribution has been made from systemics (Rochester and Martin’ s
Crazy Talk), but in which systemic linguistics could potentially make a great
contribution. Part of the reason for the underuse of systemic theory in this
field, is that practising clinical therapists simply don’t have the time to go
into all the details of a full blown linguistic description. However Gotteri
proposes several simple principles for the therapist, based on the basic
notions of CHOICE, DELICACY, NETWORK, and REALIZATION, which should enable them
to get to grips with particular language problems. These principles include
'where there’s a choice, draw a diagram’, ’when choices are interrelated,
construct a netwvork’ and ’'be as specific as you need to’. Gotteri’s article is
a refreshing indication of how theoreticians might make their work more
accessible to the practitioners, but while he appropriately tailors the paper
for the linguist with little or no clinical experience, some less trivial
examples, or some concrete guidelines for a simple handbook, would have been
more revealing. Also, while the complexity of systemic theory is part of the
reason for its underuse in clinical practice, Gotteri glosses over the fact
that practitioners may be unsympathetic to the methodology of linguistics,
preferring, perhaps, a behavioural, psychological model. If this is the case,
then one solution would be to use sympathetic practitioners as mediators
between other practitioners and the linguists, in the same way that practising
teachers have been used in getting (some) linguistics across in secondary
education in Australia.. ,

Nesbitt and Plum also take on a familiar, but underdeveloped, notion in
gystemic linguistics as the basis of their work. This is the notion that
choices in language are probabilistically weighted. Their study adds a
quantitative perspective to systemics, emphasizing the patterned nature of
choice. Not only do Nesbitt and Plum observe such patterning in the clause
complex, but they relate that patterning to a model of language in context.
This model is the same systemiotic one exemplified by Ventola, and they use
to explain the patterned cheices in language according to choices in higher
level semiotics. They provide new techniques for analysing and describing
probabilistic patterns, thus enabling us to examine language not only as a
system of possibilities, but also as a system of probabilities. The
contribution of Nesbitt and Plum is undoubtedly a promising way forward for
systemic linguistics. ‘

Other contributors add new dimensions to notions in systemic linguistics wvhich
are othervise well developed. Melrose, for instance, looks at the role of
systemics in educational linguistics, one of the more ’traditional’ areas of
application. However, he does so from the perspective of relating systemiecs to

. the communicative language syllabus, and in particular of incorporating speech

acts and conversational exchanges in order to develop a model which is
functionally appropriate. The communicative language approach draws partly on
pragmatics, yet the place of this in systemic theory is not by any means
unproblematic (the 13th ISW, for instance, included several papers discussing
the interrelation of pragmatics and systemics), and Melrose does not really
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gs this issue (although Butler in Volume One does). The model developed
Melrose is radical, in the light of the other papers in the same volume, in
‘the place given to register and genre. In the model exemplified by Ventola and

rNesbitt and Plum, for instance, genre is seen as the highest semiotic plane,
- governing and realized in register, in turn governing and realized in language.

Language 1s seen as a tristratal construct of discourse, lexicogrammar and

"phonology. In contrast, Melrose removes discourse from the language plane and

assigns it to a higher, non-lipguistic plane. His reason for this is that
discourse is ’...an aspect of our behaviour potential...’ (p.80) and needs to
be realized both verbally and non-verbally. The point is valid, although it
seems to already be covered if the relationship among the different levels of
language 1s one of realization. That is, the need to incorporate non-verbal
realization in an overall model is not sufficient justification for assigning
discourse to a non-lipguistic plane. It does hovever mean that proper account
needs to be taken of expression codes other than language (kinesics for
instance), and Melrose’s emphasis on this is quite appropriate. (Both Ventola
and Steiner also emphasize the need to better explain the non-verbal aspects of
linguistic behaviour.)

The second feature of Melrose’s proposals is that genre is subsumed under the
discourse plane, and thus register becomes the highest order semiotic. The
exact nature of the relationship between register and genre is problematic in
systemics, and does not seem to be resolved in this volume. In her article,
Ventola capably demonstrates that register cholces can be seen to vary with the
unfolding of the social process as a structure, but Melrose proposes that the
selection of certain register variables determines the choice of genre.
Melrose’s arguments are generally unconvincing, although the paper is worth
exploring for an alternative view of register/genre to that presented in other
articles.

In a similar vein, Benson, Greaves and Mendelsohn do not just accept, but try

to verify, the central place of intonation in the meaning system of English.
They do sgo by testing Halliday’s tone system in a Canadian dialect of English,
arguing that if the interpretation of the tones is the same in the Canadian
dialect, which is quite different to the British English on which the system
vas developed, then this will add weight to Halliday’s findings. Statistically
speaking, their experimental results seem to support their hypothesis, but
these results are undermined by the very nature of the experiment, particularly
in the way they approach the data. The data used for the experiments are
completely decontextualised, and as such, the tones being tested may be more
easily interpreted than is possible in real speech. Anyone who has ever tried
to apply intonation analysis to data realises how difficult it can be, and
thus, Benson et al’s findings will hold more weight when they are validated on
messy, real, confusing data. They would have done well to look at the work of
David Brazil, which explores the effect a previous intonation option in a
discourse may have on the next one.

While speaking of all that is ’‘new’ in this volume, Harris’s study of the genre
of court discourse is a timely reminder of the dangers of embracing innovations
in one area of linguistic analysis as general solutions to all aspects of that
analysis. Her article demonstrates that, even when the general shape of a -
model is accepted, limitations can be revealed by applications to new areas.

In exploring the genre of court discourse, Harris argues that ‘A clear and
principled account of contextual variables’ (p.95) is needed, as well as a
statement of Generic Structure Potential which is of general application.
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Hovever, current models of genre (as proposed by Ventola, for instance; .rg
appropriate for these purposes. This 1s because the examples of discourse ™§
studied so far have tended to be ’simple, cooperative and relatively brief"h\
(p.%4), and so it is relatively unproblematic to describe the context, or to ™
develop appropriate categories for the structural elements. However court N
discourse is more problematic. The contextual variables are more difficult to
define, largely because of the variety of participants involved in a court case
and their different interrelationships, as well as the different uses of
language within the courtroom. Further, structural elements developed for

other discourses are not appropriate here: what, for instance, would be the
role of foffer’ in the courtroom? :

Harris is forced to reconsider these issues in order to develop a model of
genre more appropriate for long and complex texts, and she considers the
currently available linear and hierarchical models, networks and flov diagrams.
Interestingly, the nature of her data alters the criteria by which models are
judged against each other. For instance Ventola, in trying to find a model
appropriate for service encounters (eg 1987), rejected linear models partly
because of their unsatisfactory account of optional and obligatory elements.
However the question of optional and obligatory elements 1s not even relevant
to courtroom discourse, because the stages are always obligatorily ordered.
This is a clear demonstration that the most basic assumptions can be displaced
when new types of data are examined, and Harris’s study is a refreshing
addition to this field.

The preceding discussion should be a clear indication that, at least for this-
reviever, one of the most interesting features of this volume is its

_ contribution to aspects of modelling generally. By applying accepted methods

and models to new areas, or by trying to extend their use in ’traditional’
areas, innovations in modelling have emerged. As mentioned, Nesbitt and Plum
introduce ways of examining probabilistic patterns in language, including
statistical methods. Melrose tries to give a fuller account of non-linguistic
realizations, and Ventola and Steiner support this. Fawcett, van der Mije and
van Wissen are also primarily concerned with modelling, in this case of
developing a model of discourse. The most significant feature of their
proposals is the integration of networks and flowcharts. Ventola (1987)
recognized the need for this: networks may capture protetypical structures,
but flowcharts are needed to capture the complex structures of real data and to
describe the way texts unfold in stages (although Harris’s reservations about
flowcharts should be born in mind here). However the means by which to
integrate these two for a fuller linguistic description was not obvious.
Favcett et al overcome this by modelling the flow between the speakers in terms
of a flowchart: available options are still represented as a network, but the
consequences of each option for the next speaker’s turn are also included.
This is undoubtedly an advance in description, not only for discourse but for
many other areas of linguistic analysis. (One trivial criticism: Fawcett et
al use the representational device of thick versus thin lineg in order to
distinguish options in a network from changes in moves; perhaps it would be
visually clearer to use straight versus wavy lines for solid versus pecked
lines MD).

It is interesting to consider vhy there is such a concern with aspects of
modelling, and why so many common themes (such as the interrelationship of
register and genre) emerge in this book. Just as many of these papers are not
satisfied with merely identifying some linguistic feature, but need to place it
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in a broader model of language in context, so too it is necessary to consider
here the possible motivation for these new developments. Undoubtedly one of
the most significant unifying factors is the interest in language as a process,
rather than as a product - a concern with the dynamic nature of language. This
distinction has only come to the fore relatively recently in systemic
linguistics (eg Martin 1985; Ventola 1987; it is not, as far as I know, dealt
with comprehensively in other linguistic approaches), and like many of the
developments in this volume, seems to have arisen as a result of the
intertwining of theory and application. That is, in trying to describe areas
of language hitherto ignored, extensions of the theory were required to deal
with this. Esgsentially it is the foray into the description of spoken language
which started this ball rolling: linguistic models have tended to deal with
finished, written texts, therefore most appropriately they took what Martin

v 1985 calls a ‘synoptic’ perspective on the data. That is, language was looked

~at retrospectively, treated as a finished product, as something that could be
generated in one go. Yet now there is a desire to look prospectively at
language, as an ongoing phenomenon, as a process, and for this a dynamic
perspective is needed.
In systemic linguistics, the basic building block of the model is the network,
representing interlocking paradigmatic choices in language. However, once a
choice is made to enter a system network, there is no way out, no escape, until
a realization is reached. That is, the network generates text explosively.
However, for some texts, such as service encounters, it is more appropriate to
have a model which progresses in stages, which allows for variation in the
realization of structural elements, and in which the previous choice, on the
syntagmatic axis, can be shown to influence the options available for the
subsequent choice. :

The papers in this volume dealing with the dynamic/synoptic distinction argue
that both perspectives are necessary. This is the reason for Fawcett et al’s
effort to incorporate the network (reflecting the synoptic perspective) with
the flowchart (reflecting the dynamic perspective, as exemplified in Ventola
1987). But vhy are both perspectives necessary? The answer is that modelling
the text either as a process or as a product tends to capture different aspects
of - the data, but as most texts actually reflect both tendencies, both
perspectives are needed to provide a full account. This requirement operates
on several levels. At the level of describing the structural elements of
genre, for instance, the synoptic model provides an exploded, rigid view, while
the dynamic model is able to capture greater variation and the process of a
text 'unfolding’. As Fawcett et al note (p.122): 'The identifying
charactéristic of a ’'dynamic’ model is that it generates structures as one
works one’s way through it....Dynamic models contrast with synoptic models, in
which none of the elements of a given unit get generated until all the choices
relevant to that unit have been made.’ On the language plane, the synoptic
model is most appropriate for the representation of constituency structures,
while dependency structures are best modelled from a dynamic perspective.
Ventola (p.62) confirms this when she says (p.62): ‘Discourse systems
mostly...generate DEPENDENCY STRUCTURES....,. there are no units ’ready made’,
one unit consisting of another on the lower rank. Rather, the units are
dynamically generated so that the meaning of one item is interpreted by its
relationship to the previous item...’

There is, then, a sense in which ‘dynamic’ and ‘synoptic’ refer to different
types of data, in which the synoptic view somehow reflects the prototypical,

96

000040 hddtaecesI N




OOOONRNININRNNINNINNIY

while the dynamic view deals with less typical but nevertheless, real datZy
Harris (p.100) makes this distinction, and Nesbitt and Plum explain its ori s,
in the basic systemic understanding of the difference between language as
system and language as process (p.9). In a fascinating parallel, Butt
demonstrates how the poem he analyses exploits this difference between languagel
*...as the mirror of pre-verbal experience...’ and as ’...the source of the k:
unfoldings of eventsg and happenings...’ (p.217), in order to play with the
representation of reality.

Yet there is a danger in confining the synoptic/dynamic distinction to the-
nature of the data alone. If this distinction is applied too narrowly, it
could lead to the conclusion that there are two types of data, needing two
models, which somehow have to be welded together, Thisg perhaps explains
Harris’s difficulty in seeing how the two perspectives could be appropriately
incorporated in her work. When dealing with the structure of genre or
discourse, for instance, the distinction between perspective on the data and
the nature of the data 1tself does not really matter. This is because the
dynamic/synoptic distinction does coincide with broad, quite easily discernible
differences in structural types: the dynamically oriented model is most needed
to account for features of spoken, interactive texts. However, if the
distinction is blurred, potential insights at other linguistic levels will be
lost. For instance, most of the contributors would undoubtedly be satisfied
with a synoptic, retrospective view of grammar, where the structural
possibilities are determined by the features chosen in synoptic networks. Yet
it would be quite possible simply to adopt a dynamic perspective on grammar,
that is, to look forward in the text, and try to explain what’s coming, and
then try to develop a systemic model from this position. Some grammatical
analyses; such as transitivity, are ’inherently’ synoptic, that is, :
transitivity can’t be analyzed until the whole structure has been seen. From.a
dynamic perspective, then, this area of meaning potential could be explained
differently. On the other hand, the description of theme in English is already
well suited to a dynamic perspective, as the weight of the analysis is on the
inicial elements of the clause. Applying the dynamic perspective to grammar is
not in fact hinted at in ’'Nev Developments’, but 1f it is remembered that
‘dynamic’ is a matter of perspective, then its application to grammar is
viable. Further, the dynamic perspective dealt with in this volume requires
many of the developments represented here: embedding in a broad theory of
context and culture; a differentiation between the possible and the probable,
the system and process; and different methods of representation and modelling.
All these requirements are also true of an application of a dynamic perspective
to grammar, and this should be another interesting development in systemic
linguistice in the future.

0f course, the potential contribution of a dynamic perspective to analysis is
not the sole development represented in this volume. But it is interesting
that virtually all the papers are concerned with language as activity, as .
process, as someéthing which occurs as part of our general behaviour potential,
and which must be accounted for in context. All these concerns are -
interrelated, and by trying to apply new concepts to old fields, and old
concepts to new fields, the theory of systemic linguistics has been ‘extended,
modified, challenged.
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Algirdas Julien Greimas. On Meaning: Selected Writings in Semiotic 'I,'heorhw
trans. Paul J. Perron and Frank H. Collins. London: Frances Pinter, 1987
Revieved by DAVID REID.

On Meaning is a translation of s selection of the essays in A.J. Greimas
Du sens (19707, Du sens (1983) and Semiotigue et sciences sociales (1976). The
selection comes with a lively foreword Dy Frederic Jameson and gives a good
idea of Greimas‘ work and hov it has developed.

Vonnegut has a useful joke. A man in a Chinese restaurant shouts "Hey
walter, there’s a needle in my soup”. The waiter comes up and says, "Ah very
very sorry, sir. Typographical error. That needle should be a noodle". This
joke works by a sudden shift of level. It starts off talking about what is
going on out there in the restaurant. But the waiter turns things outside in
by shifting from talk about what is going on to talk about the words that have
been used to talk about what is going on. This Chinese waiter’s move, the
turning back of talk on the language it uses, has had a remarkable history in
the intellectval life of this century. A critical revolution in Anglo-American
criticism took the form with Eliot, Pound, Richards and Empson of concentrating
on the words on the page, reducing questions of the poet’s apprehension of the
world or the expression of his feelings to the language of poetry.

Witvtgenstein and his followers thought that a lot of philosophy could be
cleared up by marking exactly how words were used. Most ambitious of all are
the French Structuralist and Post-structuralist movements that take their rise
from Saussurian linguisties.

Greimas is a semiotician of the Structuralist sort. If I introduce him
vith a panoramic sweep, it is because he is pretty ambitious himself. Probably
most at home with the structural study of myth and folk-tale, he writes
interestingly on historiography and the psychology of the passions as well. He
seeks to make semiotics a master discipline--if not a key to all the
mythologies (he is too attuned to semiotics as a discipline in actual process
of unfolding for that), then at least a method of great explanatory pover in
the human sciences. He writes, however, about meaning, not about truth, about
the forms thought takes, not about its critical bearing on matters of fact.

And in that gense it seems fair to associate him with the Chinese walter’s
enterprise of dealing with the world by a linguistic turn,

On Meaning is not about the meaning of "meaning" but attempts to describe
how words, texts, gestures, even work, bear meaning. Nevertheless a moment’s
reflection about the meaning of "meaning" points to the broad outline of what
Greimas is doing. He is not interested in referential meaning. About that he
speaks with the disdain for the world of things and events that is
characteristic of the idealism of which his semiotics is a late development.

4ll we have to do is to consider the extra-linguistic world as no
longer being the absolute referent, hut as the place where what is
manifested through the senses can become the manifestation of human
meaning, that is to say of signification. 1In short all we have to
do is to consider the referent as a set of more or less implicit
semiotic systems. (p. 19)

Historians simply project their hypothetical construct onto the
past and pompously call it reality. As a matter of fact history
can be written only through linguistic mediation, by substituting
historical texts--their true referent-~for strings of "real"
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events, which are afterwvard reconstituted as a referential
position. (pp. 209-10)

This high-handed way with referential meaning is ‘simply an illustration of the
Chinese waiter’s move stated as doctrine.

But people don’t mean referential meaning when they talk of meaning
unless they are philosophers. When non-philosophical people talk of the
meaning of a word or a sentence, they are thinking of the ideas these things
signify, with how they may be put in other words. This signified is one of the
sorts of meaning that Greimas is concerned with. Notably it is with words ox
sentences or at most short passages that we naturally speak of meaning, not
with essays, or books. We would not ask "What is the meaning of On Meaning?"
unless we were furious or suspected an ulterior design. Nor would we normally
speak of the meaning of a story or a novel like Middlemarch. The words and
gentences and their meanings have passed into argument or narrative, which can
be clarified, certainly, but don’t have meaning as the word is ordinarily used.
It is true that we might naturally enough set an essay question on the meaning
of The Faerie Queene’, Bk. 2, cantos 11 and 12 or of The Waste Land. That,
hovever, .1s because those poems are peculiar or baffling as stories and so make

‘us look for ulterior designs. And we might after all for the same reason let

through as passable English a statement that Middlemarch has a meaning, namely
that free choice is capital; loss of free cholce, belng in debt. We should let
that through partly because it finds that more is meant than meets the ear and
we readily speak of meaning where something concealed or ulterior has to be
explained. This is the second sort of meaning that Greimas is concerned with.
Note that the supposed ulterior meaning of Middlemarch has been squeezed into a
sentence; that helps to make talk of the meaning of the book pass, because as I
saild we readily talk of the meaning of sentences, though not of books.

Greimas’ semiotics does not confine itself to the study of what we
usually call "meaning". He finds it socially significant and so a matter for
semiotic comment that Frenchmen take off their pullovers in a different way
from Frenchwomen. It is only by straining the word that we could speak of a
meaning here. Nevertheless the English use of "meaning", which may be quirky,
does point to vhat Greimas is chiefly interested in, meaning as the idea
signified by a word or sentence and meaning as the ulterior design of a text.

To analyze meaning in the sense of idea Greimas has invented a square of
meaning. This is modelled on the square of opposition the medieval logicians
used to classify propositions: but like Hegel’s logic of thesis, antithesis
and synthesls, Greimas’ square can be made to account for almost anything, at
least in the human world. The square of opposition went like this:

contrary : :
All men are mortal _ _ > All men are immortal

Not all men are immortal ' . = Not all men are mortal
contrary . .

Greimas puts names in place of propositions, "mortals" in place of "all men are
mortal." So we have as contraries "mortal! and "immortal". But when we come
to the contradictories puzzles crop up. What is the contradictory of "mortal®
if not "non-mortal"? But how would ‘non-mortal" differ from "immortal"?
Perhaps "non-mortal" might signify the inanimate as distinct from both the
living and the never dying. But then what would the contradictory of
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"immortal’, the "non-immortal' be if not simply "mortal"? The dead? ghos\

A good deal of ingenuity is required to sort the oppositions of Greimas’ sqW

of meaning out. His square does not work mechanically like the medieval squ}

of opposition. And for all his air of scientific rigour, his semiotics strik
one as more of an art than a science whose moves any student could replicate,
Possibly the semiotic square works better when there is an actual text or some

other body of semantic stuff to analyze than in a hypothetical void. Even so I 7

find some of his .examples puzzling and matters are not made easier by errors in
printing some of his formulas. But his own illustration of how the square
applies works well enough: the traffic light sequence gives the contraries,
green (must go) versus red (must stop) and the contradictories, orange opposed
to green (not must go) and orange-and-red opposed to red {not must stop).

The other point to be made about the semiotic square is that in it
meaning is not positive but something defined by what it is not. The meaning
of the red light, like the meaning of thursdays, is a matter of its occupying a
certain position in a system vis-a-vis other positions. The charming absurdity
of Morgenstern’s poem, "Das Knie", depends on our recognizing that what we
thought quite a solid knobbly entity, a knee, is just a gap between thigh and
shin (never mind patellas): "Ein Knie geht einsam durch die Welt/Es war ein

" Knle sonst nichts" (A knee went . through the world alone. /It was a knee, just

that). But are all ideas, like knees, just gaps or places of intersection?
Even Saussure who is supposed to be the authority for the sort of notion that
meaning is a sort of mirage produced by what it is not left some room for
positive meaning. The negativeness of meaning is, however, dogma with Greimas.
_ Greimas’ semiotics comes into its own in dealing with meaning as the
ulterior design of texts. It fits the analysis of myth and folktale
particularly easily. Levi-Strauss’s structural analyses of myth and folk tale
brought out the play of polar thinking: the Oedipus myth, he maintained, could |
be summed up as a a proportion between two sets of polarities:

overestimated familial relationship autochthonous human nature

underestimated familial relationship negation of autochthonous human |
nature
The suggestion is that polarities are what myth is really about; they are both
the mind playing with itself (a characteristic formulation) and in themselves a
sort of structuralist thinking. But however dazzling the way in which Levi-
Strauss produces symmetries out of tangle, the symmetries are static, to use
his own term "synchronic". Once one has heard or read a story, bundles of
pelarities stand in the mind as a structure on which the story is turned. But
about the diachroniec, the movement of the narrative as it unfolds, he is vague:
proportions are set up, transformations take place. The achievement of Greimas
is to have produced a formal .method of analysis that comes much.closer to ‘
plotting the diachronic movement of narrative. This he works out on the ‘
structure of the semiotic square. The ulterior design of a narrative runs ‘
through its pesitions, To bring this out Greimas reduces his materials to a ‘
succession of deep structures or levels of abstraction. No synopsis could do
justice to the refinement and rigour with which he proceeds, and I can’t say
Professor Perron’s attempt at one in his introduction suggests that summary
would lead to clarification. But the chapters on "Elements of Grammar™", "A
Problem of Narrative Semiotics: Objects of Value" and "Actants, Actors and
Pigures" have attractive illustrative examples that make clear how Greimas’
formalizing of narrative can account for the sort of exchanges and
transformations that take place in stories. Here he builds on the work of
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iadimir Propp, whose analyses of Russian folk tale showed how symmetries
epeated in a whole class of tales unfold diachronically. But Greimas’

. formalizing goes much further than Propp’s. As his talk of the grammar and.

yntax of narrative suggest, he goes behind the outlines of the story to terms
and relations of enormous generality.

The question is how much does this narrative grammar and syntax explain?
Certainly Greimas boils down stories to operations between subjects and objects
and his essays on "Toward a Theory of Modalities" and "On the Modalization of
Being" achieve an impressive reduction of what verbs can express. But whether
in addition to arriving at general formulas for the processes of narrative he
has hit on a grammar of grammar or a syntax of syntax I cannot say. I cannot

~imagine, for instance, hovw his own discourse, or even much simpler expository

prose, could be subjected to Greimasian analysis.
Greimas’ project certainly wants to take in more than narrative., If he

‘works out how narrative runs according to the square of meaning, he works out

also hov meaning may be implicit narrative. His essay "On Anger" makes out
that vhat we mean by "anger" is best explained as an implicit story that, when
it develops into vengeance or parden, rung through exchanges and
transformations like Propp’s folk tales. To think of emotions as implicit
stories means also that one sees them as intersubjective, as reactions within
exchanges with other people, and that very usefully corrects attempts to
explain them as just psychological goings on inside an impassioned subject. On
the other hand, how much is explained in this way? A commen sense way of
explaining. the meanings of words for emotions is to sketch the sorts of
situations in which they crop up and perhaps Greimas’ elaborate formalizing may
do little more than that.

Besides one wants to know if this sort of analysis could be applied to
words that don’t belong to narrative discourse. Is there an implicit narrative
in "deep structure" for instance? Greimas does not make unlimited claims for
his method, the sort of claim that Kenneth Burke made for the scheme of
reducing all thought to dramatic terms that he unfolds in his Rhetoric of
Motives and Grammar of Rhetoric. Even so one suspects that world domination,
narrative analysls as the key to all meaning, cannot be quite absent from his
thoughts, and one would like to know how he would go about realizing that
project.

~ But if that is not yet imaginable, at least Greimas’ semiotics do not
seem to be self-contradictory. Structuralist semioticians both discover
gtructure in others’ thoughts and think structurally themselves in polarities
such as conjunction/disjunction, paradigmatic/syntagmatic and the like.
Something rather curious, though, must happen when semiotic thought
distinguishes itself from non-semiotic thought (e.g. positivism, Greimas’
preferred opponent}, but that is by the way. As a semiotician, Greimas
bypasses, if he doesn’t entirely dismiss, the critical relation of statements.
to matters of fact. So one might wonder how he expects his readers to be
persuaded by what he says. But even here his thought is not self-cancelling.
His concern is with reducing to a scheme of the utmost generality, with the
consistency and fitting in of semiotic material. into this general scheme, with
surprising symmetries and conformities, with what one might call the internal
bureaucracy of a system. His essay "Knowing and Believing" treats among other
things the sorts of explanation that satisfy our minds because they fit things
into systems of belief or knowledge. His own explanations conform to this
grammar of assent. And it must be said that most academic activity in the Arts
and probably the Social Sciences takes the form of ordering material and
fitting it in with current general schemes of explanation. Unadjusted
apprehension of things 1s hard to find and generally thought a chimera anyway.
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ii cniliie: Greimas has a particular reason for rejecting the notion of an unadj
L apprehension; he believes that cultural forms, above all languages, "segmen;\
the world as if the world were a sort of undifferentiated stuff. Underpinni y
that is the Whorf-Sapir thesis that different cultures divide the spectrum
differently, that is they see different colours, because they have different
colour words. This thesis, largely abandoned by anthropologists, is still
popular in departments of literature. And Greimas speaks of it with respect.
Obviously the notion that we perceive according to our culture works with some
things. You have to be British to spot a spiv. On the other hand, a term like
"anger", even though it "segments" social reality, does not seem to vary in
meaning between cultures, at least at the level of generality that Greimas
discusses it at. For though he introduces his discussion, perhaps with tongue
in cheek, as an analysis of French anger, what he says holds true for British
anger and, I should have thought, anger from China to Peru.

That' language and culture '"segment" reality seems to me only a partial
truth., Perhaps what makes the idea so attractive to thinkers like Greimas is
that their own thought is so much the creation of theilr special languages. I
don’t méan that Greimas’ terms are empty like "phlogiston", but rather that the
stuff they cut up could indeed be cut differently, and that here terms really
do depend on their relation to each other for their meaning.

Greimas is lavish in coining terms of art, and apart from having to
negotiate a peculiarly dense version of standard semiotic¢ talk, the reader has
to cope with "thymic space", "deixes", "actants", "translative utterances" and
so forth. Greimas himself takes a quizzical look at scientific jargon.

- A characteristic feature of functional discourses should be
underscored. These discourses often have complementary axiological
connotations, which seem to be more frequent than in the case of
morphosocial connotations. -Thus, for example, we can apply the
connotation of "sacred terror" not only to religious languages but
also to scientific discourses. This implicit exercise of:terrorism
takes place in the human sciences vhere linguists are "terrorized"
by discourses held by mathematicians, but they often act in the
same way with regard to sociologists, for example. A certain
scientificity of discourse sets off a complex of incomprehension of
this language that is no more than its soclal "terrorizing"
connotations.

This is the sort of sceptical view of his own activities that a Director of
Studies at an Ecole des Hautes Etudes may permit himself without for a minute
meaning to change his ways.

Some of the difficulty of Greimas' language may have to do with the
translation. The translators say they cherish Greimas’ style. But it is hard
to believe that whatever Greimas wrote could make "refuse" the contrary of
"agffirm" or that "mental restriction" could really not have been replaced by
the natural English "mental reservation". And one wonders if anything like
"polysemic" and "plurisemic” really occurred in consecutive sentences in the
original. All the same, Greimas himself has clearly chosen to write in a
special semiotic language and express himself in metalinguistic turns of
thought. The advantage of this style is that he can formalise his procedures.
He strikes me as a much more rigorous and solid thinker than other
structuralist and post-structuralist writers. He writes without fireworks, but
mercifully without the tedious brilliance of writers like Lacan or the later
Derrida. If structuralist gsemiotics is a science with a future, doubtless it
will base itself on Greimas’ sober and scrupulous inquiries.
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. For the non-semiotician too Greimas has something to offer. Not, I
think, his formal analyses. To have worked one’s vay through those is
certainly to have come in touch with structuralism in an exemplary form. And

. if traditional culture ijs all to be consigned to an ideal musee de l’homme, it

will be important to gather from Greimas intimations of the way in which it
will be done. But this would be an impression rather than a lesson we could
adopt for ourselves without becoming Greimasian semioticians. 0ddly Levi-
Strauss’s analyses, though they are less rigorous and evolved products of the
structuralist mind, are more stimulating for the dabbler, at least vhen he gets
avay from the study of kinship. His interest in myth is more alive than
Greimas’; he makes a contemporary myth of myth. And however frivolous that may
sound, to read him ijs in some way to have 1ived the life of our times (well,
twenty years ago). Greimas cannot do that for us. What Greimas does offer are
curiously pregnant formulations of ideas. It may pe that not all of these
ideas are new, but couched as they are in a language stripped of common sense,
they have the powver to jolt the reader out of his accustomed vays of thinking.

[Consider] the relative nonintervention of a narrator in
productions having a social vocation, unlike the interest shown for
jtgself and for the implied reader ("Mon sémblable, mon frere"), by
the subject of enunciation of literary texts displaying its
intrusive presence. It is as though, when passing from
ethnoliterature to socloliterature, a de facto state was
transformed into a de jure.state; sanctioned by success OT failure.
In the first case, the subject of enunciation is not known or is
gimply designated as a'collective'subject,.whereas in the second
case, where the mechanisms of production functioning before us can
be lajd bare and analyzed, the instance of enunciation must be
concealed and its manifestations excluded from the text, because
they hamper the social consumption of the products. (p. 190)

or speaking of the semiotic interpretation of the bodily movementé (gestures) a
worker must go through to carry out a task, he remarks:

One can therefore see that the semiosis ve are dealing with here is
not a simple relation between a gignifier and a gignified, but a
relational structure designated elsewhere as morphematic) that is,

it is both a relation between a gignifier and a signified taken as
a whole (the gestura programme) and a network of relations goin
from the signified to each figure as a art. (p. &40, Grelmas’
emphasIs) ' . ‘

These thoughts may sound quite baffling to those who have not inured themselves
to Greimas’ manner of speaking, I should wish to recommend inuring oneself.
Bven if one remains uncertain about the value of Greimas’ grand semlotic
project, the oddly stimulating quality of these uningratiating essays is
gufficient reward.
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Balliday, M.A.K. and J.R. Martin (eds.) 1981. Readings in Systemic Ling isti
London: Batsford Academic and Education, Ltd. 6 pp., glossary, bibliography™
and index. _ !

Reviewed by CAROL C. MOCK

The purpose of this book is to make available papers that are important
in.the history of systemic grammar, but not easily accessible or well knownj
indeed, some of them have never before been published. The collection aims at
documenting developments in systemic theory in the 1960’s and early 1970’s,
with special attention to the growing importance of paradigmatic relations and
explicit realization rules. The editors offer the collection for readers who
are familiar with systemic linguistics through Halliday’s more recent
sociogemantic and metafunctional publications (cf. Languages as a Social
Semiotic, 1978, and Learning How to Mean, 1975), and wﬁo-gesire a deeper
understanding of the theoretical foundations of the systemic model.

Part I, Paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations, presents the central
concepts of system, structure, rank, constituency, embedding, order and syntagm
as developed in "Syntax and the consumer" (Halliday 1964), "Types of structure"
(Halliday 1965, mimeo), and "Rank and depth" (Huddleston 1965). Part II,
Formalizing systemic relations and their structural realization, pressents two
of the earEIest coherent attempts to establish systemic grammar as a generative
linguistic model with a "deep" grammar of systems: "Systemic features and their
realization" (Huddleston 1966, previously unpublished), and "Some notes on the
systemic generation of a paradigm of the English clause" (Henrici 1965, mimeo).
Part III, Structure and grammatical function, system and class, focuses on
functional labeling for the structural nodes derived from system networks:
"Constituency in a systemic description of the English clause” (Hudson 1967),
and "Structure" (Halliday 1969, mimeo). In these papers, grammatical function
is clearly defined for the first time as a relation between a constituent and
the class of its constitute--a part-wvhole relation. Part IV, Systemic
functional generative grammar, argues for relatively independent metafunctional
components vithin system networks: "Options and functions in the English
clause" (Halliday 1969), and "Generating a sentence in systemic functional
grammar" (Fawcett 1973, mimeo). Part V, Systemic generative grammar, presents
Hudson'’s claim that system networks should reflect syntactic relations rather
than grammatico-semantic ones: "Systemic generative grammar" (Hudson 1974),
Finally Part VI, Systemic descriptions, gives the reader descriptions that make
use of the systemic model at varEous stages of its development: "A fragment of
a systemic description of English" (Huddleston 1965, mimeo), "Declarative,
interrogative, and imperative in French" (Huddleston and Uren 1969),
"Linguistics and the computer analysis of tonal harmony [in music] " (Winograd
1968), "An "Item-and-paradigm" approach to Beja syntax and morphology" (Hudson
1972), and "Conjunction and continuity in Tagalog" (Martin, previously
unpublished).

Halliday has written a general introduction to the collection, and Martin
introduces each part with a cogent commentary highlighting the concepts from
the papers which have proved to be most significant in the development of
systemic linguistics. Notational conventions throughout the volume have been
standardized to conform to an extremely detailed set of formal symbols (pp.
10-12), and there is helpful supporting material in the form of a glossary, a
bibliography and an index of key terms and names.

For a reader having a basic familiarity with systemic approaches, the
collection is a convenient introduction to the direction in which functional
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Vsystemic grammar has developed, for the progression of papers demonstrates a
radual shift in emphasis during the twenty years in which many of the formal
aspects of the theory took shape. From modest beginning in which paradigmatic

- relations were firmly rooted in a structural matrix of SPCA’s, systemic
writings have become ever more abstract and semantically nuanced, to the point
wvhere some of its early adherents (e.g., Hudson, Huddleston) have broken away
-to develop their own versions of formal grammar. It is particularly
interesting to compare Hudson’s highly syntactic 1974 paper, "Systemic
generative grammar", with Fawcett’s more broadly semantic and pragmatic
approach in the 1973 paper, "Generating a.sentence."

In the Introduction, Halliday reminds us that the process of using the
meaning potential of language to exchange meanings involves two steps:
instantiation, or choosing particular options at both the semantic and the
lexico—grammatical levels, and realization, or expressing the options chosen
(presumably, at both the lexico—grammatical and phonological levels). From

. what Halliday says, it is not entirely clear what number of strata he thinks
‘are necessary in an over-all model of language. The basic number seems to be
tvo, a la Hyelmslev (content and expression), but with both a semantic level
and a lexico-grammatical one within the content plane, and both phonological
and phonetic levels within the expression stratum. Halliday does not -address
here the issue of whether pragmatic choices are best analyzed separately from

semantic ones. .

In the famous paper "Syntax and the Consumer", Halliday explicates the
concept . of delicacy (or variable depth of descriptive detail), pointing out
that it provides a measure of the status of a given system relative to other
systems, as either hierarchically dependent on some more general oppesition or
fully independent and simultaneous with other systems, i.e., at the same degree
of delicacy with them. This paper is alsc where Halliday distinguishes between
a grammatical ambi%uit1~—a single syntagm expressing two or more different
grammatical selections, and a true neutralization--having at any particular
degree of delicacy only one grammatIcal description (in terms of the features
selected from the system network). One type of systemic neutralization is the
intersection between two partially interdependent systems. As an example,
Halliday presents the VOICE system in the English verbal group--[active] versus
[passive]--and the AGENCY system in the prepositional phrase--[agentive] versus
jinstrumental]; he asks whether the expression he was deceived by a trick
contrasts more directly with a trick deceived him or with they deceived him by
a trick. That is, is by a trick [agentive] or is it [instrumentall? According
to the system network in the paper, the AGENCY system expressed in the
prepositional phrase is partially dependent on concurrent selection of
particular VOICE options in the verbal group: [agentive] combines only with
[passive] VOICE, while [instrumental] combines with either [active] or
{pagsive]. At a certain degree of delicacy the preposition by can realize both
the [agentive] and the [instrumental] options of the AGENCY system (although
surely {instrumental] also has with and through as alternative instrumental
choices at a further degree of delicacy). These conditions set the stage for a
restricted neutralization of the AGENCY system, such that it is not possible to
say for sure whether he was deceived by a trick has an [agentive] prepositional
phrase or an [instrumental] one. : - :

The preposition by also illustrates grammatical ambiguity. The
functional classes of prepositional phrases include [locative] option, e.g. by
the gate, as well as the AGENCY choices [agentive] and [instrumentall, eg., by
John and by hand. The expression I’]1l roast it by the fire is simply ambiguous
rather than being a case of grammatical neutralization: it means I’1l1l roast it
beside the fire when the [locative] option is selected in the clause network,
and 1’11 use the fire to roast it when [instrumental] has been chosen.

Halliday claims that "systems which yleld "neutralizations"...should appear at
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pproach, and also for his exposition of grammatical function as a part-whole
‘relation: "the grammatical function of a constituent is a relation between it

and the item of which it is an IC" (111). The main point of this paper is well
summed up in Hudson's own words: "if constituents are treated as
realizing...defined systemic features, then the relations among the
constituents are already implied by the relations among the features they
realize;" (104) so that the basic structural necessity in a systemic
description is to show hov each clause constituent realizes one or more

-gystemic features of the unit it is part of. To illustrate his claims, Hudson

presents the least delicate systems of MOOD (indicative versus imperative,
declarative versus interrogative) and TRANSITIVITY (directed versus undirected
action, specified versus unspecified goal).

Part-whole structural relations are also the focus of Halliday s 1969

;mimeo, "Structure," in which he delineates the difference between structure, an
‘unsequenced set of functional labels, and syntagm, a linear sequence of items

vhich can be represented as a sequence of form classes. Thus the transivity
structure of a clause may consist of two elements, e.g. Actor and Process while

‘a give syntagm 1s one particular sequence of items that could manifest such a

structure (e.g., the moon is shining and is the moon shining). Ve can ask of
an item in a syntagm whether it ig a representative of a class; e.g., is the
moon a member of the class Nominal Group? But strictly speaking, we cannot ask
if an item represents an element of structure. Instead, we may ask whether it
has the potentlal to realize a particular functional element; e.g. can the item
the moon function in the role of Actor in an Actor Process structure? More
generally, can the class Nominal Group function in such a way? Despite many
clear definitions and good examples, it is easy to see why this paper was never
published before: as it stands, it is only suggestive fragment. Nevertheless,
many readers will be glad to have access to it.

Halliday’s paper in Part IV, "Options and functions in the English
clause" (1969), is a very condensed version of the basic options in the THEME,
MOOD and TRANSITIVITY networks, which can serve as a useful reminder for those
of us vho have studied his more extensive "Notes on Transitivity and theme in
English," JL 1967-68. It containg a good example of how realization rules can
and should be tied to each grammatical option (Table 1), but I would have liked
to study more complex realizations of THEME, MOOD or TRANSITIVITY of the type
vhich would be dependent on specific paradigmatic contexts.

Fawcett’s 1973 mimeo, "Generating a sentence in systemic functional
grammar,” impressively illustrates his particular version of systemic grammar.
He walks us through all the systemic selections necessary for the generation of
a single sentence in a specific context of situation, from the first cholce-
-whether to communicate verbally or not--to grammatical options such as
TRANSITIVITY, VOICE and REFLEXIVIZATION, and discourse service options, which
are comments about the verbal exchange (e.g., Could you say it again? Yes, of
course. ). ‘

Hudson’s "Systemic generative grammar" (1974) is much less oriented
toward meaning than Fawcett’s paper. Unlike Fawcett, Hudson distrusts
semantics except insofar as it is strongly connected to formal syntax. He
proposes that the grammatical analysis must incorporate only enough sensitivity
to semantics to reflect semantic relations among the events and participants in
a sentence (but not a text?), and aspects of meaning such as coreference, the
ldentity of referents, and the syntactic scope of quantifiers and modal
elements. He disclaims any deep interest in Halliday'’s metafunctional
perspective; and readers accustomed to functional or semantic justifications
for particular systemic options will find his syntactic approach somevhat
opaque, both because he insists on defining each unit (or "item") only in terms
of the system-network features which classify it, and because he avoids giving
functional labels to elements of structure. In Hudson’s version of systemic
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grammar, structure (as opposed to system) indicates only the grammatical
classes to which an item belongs, plus what higher-ranking (non-semantic)
features it realizes and the particular sequence and constituent relations {3
bears to other items., Hudson has more to say than most systemic linguists 3
about what a systemic phonology should look like, and proposes using the same
formal apparatus: ranked units, system networks, and realization rules. In -
many ways this paper foreshadows the formalisms. of his later daughter-
dependency grammar rather than staying within the earlier systemic tradition,
but the use of system networks is probably enough to brand this paper as part
of the history of systemic linguisties. -

The five language descriptions in Part VI strike the reader rather oddly,
because the theoretical orientations of systemic linguists have shifted during
the tventy-year period embraced by the collection. Reading straight through,
one is forced into mental gymnastics to make the proper assumptions- about
terminology and the descriptive goals of each paper. In my opinion it would
have been better to intersperse these descriptions among the more theoretical
papers that precede them, so that the reader could go more easily from a
particular version of systemic theory to the descriptive work that makes use of
it. 7 )

Regrettably, the number of typographical errors is a most irritating
feature of this volume. V¥hile Halliday’s newly written introduction and
Martin’s commentaries are relatively free of mistakes, the papers themselves
have so many errors that I wonder whether proofreaders were ever assigned to
read them at all. Fortunately, these typographical mistakes do only minor
damage to the content of. the papers. :
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aire Painter. INTQ THE MOTHER TONGUE: A Case Study in Barly Language
Development. London: Frances Pinter, 1984.

Reviewed by TOM BROWN

Claire Painter gives in her Introduction her three main aims in pursuing
this piece of research: to replicate Halliday’s case study in Learning How To
Mean, to provide a more detailed and more explicit description of her subject’s
development than was done for Nigel, and therefrom to provide evidence as to
the usefulness of the sgystemic approach (as modified by Halliday) in
developmental studies of early language. -

Her account of the case of her son Hal is preceded by three useful
preliminary chapters. The first gives an account of research into the
development of child language from the time when dissatisfaction with work
based on Chomsky’s account of how children learn language began to exhibit
itself in the adoption of examinations of language-in-context, often supported
by the eclectic uses of linguistic theory. What emerges is the need for an
integrated theory of language-in-context to map the territory the child is
seeking to conquer. Perhaps the best example of the pitfalls of the eclectic
approach is provided by Bruner’s work, in so many ways illuminating as to the
nature of speech development, but flawed by dubious application of parts of
theories.

A chapter follows devoted to a critical account of systemic theory,
critical in that it does not evade certain problems of definition that have
arigsen, notably in regard to the terms "semantic! and "semiotic" but also due
to the incompleteness of the theory in specifying networks associated with
Pield and Tenor. On pages 29-31 Painter offers a crucial statement of the
implications of the theory for a developmental study and an outline of
Halliday’s own proposals in this field. One particular problem, the question
of hov social context and Transitivity are related, is discussed in detail.
This is one of a number of issues future workers in the field will no doubt
have to face arising from certain discrepancies in Halliday’s account. (cf. p.
35 of Painter, figs. 2.6 and 2.7).

The third chapter outlines Painter’s approach to the practical problems of
the case study, starting with the status of a researcher who is actively
involved as a parent in the interactional process of the subject’s language
development. She makes her case for the "diary" method Halliday and she employ
(supplemented in her work by regular taping of informal sesgions) as the most
useful way of obtaining data for the study. She might have given more stress
to the need for such a diary to include a sufficient account of the parental
contribution, particularly its extra-linguistic aspects, to the interchanges of
parent and child; in practice, however, her diary (cf. especially pp. 66-70)
appears to meet this need. An important point is her conscious abstention from
deliberate linguistic experimentation, as distinct from normal parental
"prompting". Her suggestions (pp. 44-45) for a weighting system to indicate
preference of occurence - derived from a suggestion of Halliday’s - are
interesting but perhaps require, as a practical device, further scrutiny by
future users. Her use of systemic networks encodes a greater amount of data
than does Halliday’s (as one might expect) and I find these networks extremely
illuminating..

Painter opens her account of the development of Hal’s language. vith a
discussion of some of the objections made to Halliday’s account of language
functions in the earliest - "protolanguage" - stage. She argues convincingly
for its acceptance as a practical tool of description given .additional
relevance since its inception by later studies in mother-infant interaction.
She provides a more detailed and therefore more practical specification of her
language functions than does Halliday. It is clear from vhat she says that
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problems still exist in determining at the earliest stages which vocalisa\
are truly signs. Should the criteria be so rigorously applied as to provig¥
minimal number of acceptable vocalisations, the problem would seem to be 7§
unimportant. k.

The detailed account of the first phase of Hal’s development is presented?
(as are the later stages) in six-weekly analyses - a statement of development
generally, illustrative system netwvorks, and explanatory notes. The value of
the system networks in objectifying the development of functions and the
accession of new signs is clear. Especially valuable is the discussion on pp.
66-70 of interactional texts, not only as contributing to the interpretation of
the personal/interactional distinction, but as illuminating in regard to the
interactional process in general. Hal’s first use of a lexical item occurs at
13 months and the development of his vocabulary is depicted in ensuing networks
vhich show clearly the microfunctional status of.lexical items at this stage.
Hal’s development to 16 months, the beginning of the "transitional” stage’
posited by Halliday, broadly parallels that of Nigel: I would suggest that
rather than ascribe the variations between child subjects to "individual
differences" we might look more closely at the nature of the parental
contribution in each case. I say this because the "inferactive" approach to
the study of language acquisition does seem to me to stress the role of
"modelling" in the child’s activity and it seems reasonable to assume that
different subjects responding to different parents - in different situations -
may make different choices of microlinguistic features.

At this stage the date as analysed by Painter begins to show not only the
disappearance of the child’s personal vocal signs and their replacement by
lexical items, but the generalising of the (four) perceived microfunctions of
the protolanguage into two macrofunctions: the regulatory and instrumental
come together to constitute a "pragmatic" function, the interactional and
personal (and possibly the imaginative) as "mathetic". Not only can practical
distinctions of use be established for these, but surviving vocalisations and
new lexical items occur in one or other of the contexts -~ but not at this stage
in both. The lexical items remain context-bound. The use of tone to
distinguish the macrofunctions is in Hal’s data clearly observable. .Tone
anticipates mood and transitivity. Already these findings give weight to the
claim that Halliday’s analysis maps a path from the earliest vocal signs
employed - in parent-child interaction -~ to the symbols of adult language.

This generalisation of functions necesgitates a change in presentation:
netvorks are constructed to specify potential for - in the mathetic function -
the coding of experience in language, and - in the pragmatic - the negotiation
of demands. Though some might regard the selection of features here as ad hoc,
the need to provide a series of comparable presentations of meaning potentia
through which development may be traced seems to be fulfilled.

Halliday found the informative function late to appear, and so does
Painter. Its genesis is in the mathetic function, but Painter finds evidence
quite early in this phase for believing that it emerges too in pragmatic
interchanges, the situation being usefully summarised on p. 136. This
foreshadows the gradual erosion of the distinction between the two as the
incipient lexico-grammatical systems emerge. The particular ways in which the
vocabulary’s deployment is extended and the arrangement of lexical strings
evolves into syntagms are discussed in great detail for each six-week stage.
Painter is properly cautious in handling the date which suggests the breakdown
of the mathetic/pragmatic distinction, as in the discussion of emergent Mood
and Transitivity features (pp. 167-180). Nevertheless in this same chapter she
is able to produce a word-rank network (Fig. 8.7) displaying considerable
linguistic maturity and in which few items are exclusive to one macrofunction,

A major problem now lies ahead, however: the transition from macrofunction:
to metafunction - Mood and Transitivity functions having begun to be
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identifiable. How, in terms of the adult system, can these be seen to develop?
painter finds evidence of emerging speech function and Mood options,
particularly in the use of want and the more adult-like use of the rising tone.

.'There 1s evidence, too, of the interpretation of incomplete clauses as - in

some circumstances - moodless, without the major/minor distinction being fully
established. Where the need to express subject-function existed, the subject
appeared, a step in the development of Transitivity. At discourse level
Painter proposed a network which like the lexico-grammatical one for this stage
offers a clear indication of development - in a metafunctional direction. The

‘éhapter, (9), in which these matters are argued is the most complicated in the

book, but seems to me to be successful - in spite of the unsolved problems

‘regarding Halliday’s account of the adult system discussed earlier (on pp.

31-36) relating in general to his use of the terms "semantics"/"semantic
system." ’ ' '
In a final chapter Painter summarises her findings on development and

'éompares Hal’s progress with that of Nigel, as recorded in Learning How to

Mean. Both the developmental study and the comparison support the claim that
the approach proposed by Halliday makes possible a systematic account of the

passage from microfunction to metafunction, from the production of highly
" context-based individual vocalisations to a version of the mother tongue
exhibiting to a degree the complexity of choice characteristics of adult

languages. Into The Mother Tongue attests the view that an account of language
development supported by a comprehensive linguistic theory will be superior to
those which depend on psychological theory supported by eclectic borrowings
from linguists and philosophers. Painter’s book will be fruitful reading for

all interested in language and language development.

Edinburgh
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Threadgold, T., E.A. Grosz, G. Kress and M.A.K, Halliday (eds.)

Semiotics, Ideology, Lénguage (Sydney Studies in Society and Culture n. 3) =%

Sydney, 1986 (Price: A$15.00) ISBN 0 949 405 02 7 9 (paper)
Reviewved by DANIEL FLEMING

This is a collection of papers which have their origin in a 1984
conference of the Sydney Association for Studies in Society and Culture. The
conference theme was "Semiotics: Language and Ideology". The front cover
carries, one above the other in this order; the words "Ideology Semiotics:
Language". Are we to detect some slight confusion over wvhether to allow a
certain privilege to one of the three terms and indeed over just how, if at
all, their interrelationships should be signposted? There is a reassuring
sense of directness about that original colon; around it hang a number of
trusty connotations. That semiotics is here to be approached through the
fruitful juxtaposition of the other two terms; that a project of a kind has
been envisaged for the conference and hence for this book, a project centred on
elaborating that colon’s implications, its promise of a certain kind of
informative relationship; that the three terms have sufficiently separable
existence for the colon to array them as confidently as it does: such are the
original connotations. Remove the element of punctuation and an immediately
vertiginous slippage occurs. The three terms slide into uncertain
relationships. That is, of course, the whole point and the seemingly callous
abandonment of the lonely colon is to be welcomed. But did it happen so.

‘because the conference failed to verify the promise originally punctuated in?

Or because the conference turned actively against the colon and drove it off,
nov unwvanted, the misleading promise perhaps of a grand theory capable of
arranging the polygamous marriage of the three terms once and for all?

I suspect the cover of this volume to be guilty of a kind of honesty. It
puts its own emphasis squarely on the word "Language" and as such it speaks of
the project that might have been. What emerge from this remarkably diverse
selection of papers are the lineaments of a project yet to be given proper
substance. Let me explain. Those who work in literary and cultural studies
need to be told more about the advances in systemic-functional linguistics.
Those who work in the latter field may have suspected as much for some
considerable time; indeed they may have been surprised and even a little hurt
that so few of the former have taken an interest in their work. Insofar as the
word "Language" in the title of this book really means the efforts of the
systemic-functional "school" it places the emphasis properly on the area where
work needs to be done: call it bridge-building if you will. The reasons for
this pressing need can be fairly simply stated, if at the risk of over-
simplifying.

Heaning is the object. Where once it was pursued outside history as if
always already given, as "truth", now the elaborateness of its construction is
wvhat fascinates. Where once it shimmered like a natural jewel it is now seen
to be so many glittering components, cogs and wheels and networks of often
bewildering complexity. That is the great defection, from the given to the
made, from ideas deemed capable of floating free from history to the discursive
practices (including linguistic forms) which structure everyday life for
particular peoples at particular times. If that is a loss of faith, a secular
reflection of what Don Cupitt has called "taking leave of God", then we can
hardly be surprised in a century that has specialised in converting _
"asymmetrical power relations" into ultimate horrors, Therein lies the problem
for work on language, on culture and ideology and on the semiotic processes
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hat are novw recognised as the makers of meaning, socially, inside history. If
linguistic forms structure discursive practices, if in turn discursive
practices structure power relations and, therefore, relations of domination
(and submission or resistance), how do we get from the "micro" level to the
"macro"? How do we get from the particular linguistiec form to socially-made
meanings and contexts and to the "larger" historical forces that operate at
that level?

It would be nice if we had a theory to get us from one level of analysis
to the other. In her lengthy introduction of the volume at hand, Terry
Threadgold of Sydney University comes clean: "Such a theory would be text-
based, with its textual analysis based on the semantically organised functional
grammar of Halliday" (p44). I don’t buy that for a minute (and it’s the
objective of this review as a whole to indicate why) but I'm very glad it got
so clearly said because it identifles a hope that, for the most part, skulks
about on the edges of everything else in the book.

If we no longer believe that meaning is up there somewhere, waiting to be
carved in stone {or some other medium) for delivery as "matural" knowledge to
those incapable of making their own, then we have to work our way right through
from the fine detail (like the colon with which this review began) to the
overarching social situation, in the congtruction and constant reconstruction
of which the small details are, in some sense, involved. We need a laboratory
wvithin vhich the overvhelming complexity of the objects studied can be made,
for a time, more manageable. That laboratory is the text., .On that most of the
contributors to this collection appear to agree.

Margaret Clunies Ross examines thirteenth century Icelanders' subtle
solutions to the situation, within a fundamentally oral culture, of having to
balance a "legal" emphasis on "fair description" against the seductive powers
of metaphor; solutions based on elaborate formal means of slandering others by
accusing them of impossible acts vwhich could, however, be "transiated" as
symbolic. So to accuse a man of being a woman translates into the implication
that he has played the "woman’s role" in homosexual relations. The more the
accusation left to the imagination of the hearer the less likely were the then
stringent laws against "exaggeration" to be effectively applied in that
instance,

Anne Cranny-Francis sets out to establish that William Morris’ News from
Novwhere and other "utopian" texts "can contribute effectively to the critique
of capitalist society and the formation of new, reveolutionary, social theory"
She does so by identifying a "reflexive" aspect of the text, a self-
interrogation that lends credence to its imagining of the "utopian figure"
because the latter is not presented as "natural" or "unproblematic". 4s a
result vhat is offered is not a fantasy but a reasoned criticism of the
nineteenth century society that renders the utopian vision an impossibility.

Anne Freadman aims to "re-do" structuralism as a set of controversies
over key issues rather than "a homogeneous theoretical field identifiable by a
few key terms". These controversies she anchors in Jakobson on language and
Metz and Wollen on cinema, at the same time effecting a return to Peirce with
some slightly surprising results: Peirce 1s discovered to be a kind of
supplement to Saussure (in something like Derida’s sense of the term),
inevitably occluding the Saussurean move from the representational to the
systemic. "Natural knowledge", the humanist myth, slips in, as always, by a
side door; by sliding in Peircean usages of certain terms to replace the more
"radical" Saussurean usages (and, to make matters worse, it is always a very
partial reading of Peirce that allows that supplementing to take place). Thus,
"theoretical abstraction" is rendered more apparently humane; a process of
vhich Ms. Freadman is (with a little help from Benveniste) justifiably
suspicious.
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Ruqaiya Hasan’s focus is on mother/child talk, but, as Marx’s name ¥
three times in the first three lines, the perspective adopted is signposte.‘
being clearly concerned with wider issues than such talk alone. Indeed, as®
"ideologies live through the common everyday actions - both verbal and non- k.
verbal - of a host of social actors who are far from thinking consciously abo\®
it", the chosen focus begins to emerge as a crucial and (in this context) too 1
often neglected area of investigation. With vivid transeriptions of talk, this™
is one of the most successful contributions to the volume; convincingly working
from concrete examples to the "level" of ideology via the topic of "woman’s
work" and its distorted refraction through apparently innocent verbal exchanges
(the "gilly mummy" syndrome being a particularly startling example).

There then follow three articles on literature that, though interesting
in themselves, add little to the sense of a collective project in evolution.
Rosemary Huisman looks at what she enticingly describes as "the habits of 0ld
English scholars" in a short article that traces some nineteenth century social
changes which may have set the agenda for 0ld English scholarship into the
present century. - Alex Jones does one of those gymnastic attempts at
constructing a diagram of meaning in (at least) four dimensions. By doing
things like counting the occurences of the word "blood" in 59 poems and then
exhaustively tabulating the results by year, he begins to construct a diagram

of "semantic space" for his chosen body of Australian poems. And John Lechte
offers a thoroughly "post-structuralist" essay on polyphony via The Brothers
Raramazov: the kind of essay that refuses to be other than playful as it
juggles terms from linguistiecs and (Lacanian) psychoanalysis, leaving us with
the feeling that we’ve slid down a rather slippery slope to the author’s very
slippery "conclusion": that meanings are always slippery.

Theo Van Leeuwen provides an analysis of a 1981 t.v. news item from
Sydney’s Channel 10, an analysis exemplary in its careful attention to detail,
complete with frame stills and timings. What’s particularly interesting is-
that the analysis is of both the unedited and the edited versions of the taped
interviev material, thereby opening up to examination the decision-making
process and its broader implications. Van Leeuwen finds a drama in
construction, with a hero, "baddies" and an imposed narrative shape: hardly
revelations to those familiar with the field of media studies but it’s useful
to find the manufacture of a news story so well documented. The conclusion in
this case is that "the item, in personalised and dramatised terms, defined the
relation between the producer, the consumer and the State, and disseminated
this definition to the consumer’, implicitly emphasising the importance of t.v.
news professionals as definers and disseminators.

In a paper that promises more than any of the others in the collection,
with the possible exception of Hasan’s, J.R. Martin examines in detail two
"ecological™ texts, articles on the culling/hunting of seals and kangaroos, and
relates the language used to carefully modelled "ideological systems". The
latter are based on left/right and antagonist/protagonist oppositions and
follov a kind of tree structure of available "positions" within amy particular
*issue". . The approach adopted is described as one of textual "pruning" -
vhatever language, reglister and genre cannot account for is assigned to the
"level" of ideclogy.

Tan Reid develops an argument around the notion of an "exchange" through
narratives, recalling Halliday’s description of the text as a gift in a "highly
coded form". With a nod in the direction of reader-response criticism, Reid
offers some examples of how stories establish "narrational authority" by
suppressing alternative "reading positions", constructing a kind of contract or
binding exchange, but also of how a knowledge of the precise terms of the
contract can lead to its Mauthority" being evaded or challenged.

Alan Rumsey describes in detail some aspects of the oratory recorded
among the highland people of the Nebilyer Valley of New Guinea, identifying a
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" strategy of distraction by which potentially contentious features of social
- life (such as segmentary.group organisation and exchange which constantly

threatens to degenerate into conflict between individuals or their households)
are subordinated within a style of speech-making "big man". This could
function as a metaphoxr for the "gsingle-minded" group and, therefore, have a
directly ideological function, but Rumsey argues that it is more in the nature

-of a distraction, the occasion :for oratory itself constituting an intergroup

event while the subject of the speech-making shifts the location of the problem
onto the individual level and off the social.

Finally, Terry Threadgold offers the most systematic application of
Halliday’s ideas to extended textual criticism; Donne’s poetry is approached as
"a gpecific instance of ideological practice". Starting from the premise that
patterns of linguistic variation can be understood as "representing
metaphorically the variation that characterises human cultures", Threadgold
concentrates on.two levels of encoding: the lexico-grammar and the
"metagrammatical interpretation of meaning-choices in terms of a "higher order
social semiotic or discursive formations". She finds convincing evidence of
wvhat has been called, elsevhere, Donne’s "ideological dislocation" and traces
its recognition and misrecognition through a variety of critical responses,
employing a systemic-functional analysis of two poems to build up a picture of
the semantic structure which allows this (in fact tightly constrained) variety.
The process is too detailed to be properly reported here but is the most
determined example in the book of how to move from lexico-grammar to the
overarching "level™ of ideology without the accompaniment of angrily grating
gears. The basic interpretive move is to identify the procedures through which
an "I" is foregrounded by the poems while at the same time the fleshing out of
that "I" as male and empowered is disavowed: this interpretive "theme" can be
worked "downwards" (into the wording of the poems) and "upwards" (into the
"disrupted" social formations of writer or reader). The strands of "textual
polyphony" can be, and are, traced in both directions.

Having worked one’s way assiduously through such a variety of material,
is any kind of summation feasible? A number of general observations do indeed
suggest themselves. It 1s notable that the contrlbutions which "feel' most
successful in terms of their ability to move across the levels, from language
to social and historical contexts, are the broadly anthropological ones.
Whether focussed on familial talk or tribal story-telling, it is as if the
"Lévi-Straussean” moment of the structuralist enterprise has reasserted itgelf:
it is undeniably easier to trace in the rituals of spoken language the marks of
social organisation than to do so in the complex textual spaces of literature.
And the "factual™ texts (news, magazine articles) fall somewhere in between;
the connections between "micro" and "macro" levels here being sketched in with
rather broader strokes than the "anthropological" examples. allow, and rather
less sense of one level being "geared" firmly to the other. Literature remains
the real challenge to the promise of a "theory" based on systemic-functional
linguistics which would be able to translate one level into another, to move
readily and informatively through phonology, morphology, lexis and syntax to
the level of social organisation and the effects of power in the world. One
consequence of the attempt to realise this ambition is often an uneveness in
the sophistication of analysis across the identified levels. Martin (second
only to Threadgold) is one of the most determined pursuers of this goal and,
therefore, among those most guilty of uneven analysis: his immensely thorough
dismantling of two texts is set against an analysis of social forces that is
too schematic, too dependent on a diagram of available positions within an
"jgsue", There’s much more to the overarching social and historical reality
than a collection of "issueg" and a text has its "social origin", as Martin
calls it, in very much more than a matrix of "opposing political positions".

By choosing two particularly simple articles on ecology, Martin has made things
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too easy for himself; few other texts could be anchored so neatly in pol
and, 1n each case, univocal political positions (with the obvious exceptio
party- political speeches).

So it is in the notion of "polyphony" that most of the contributors g

concerned with literature take refuge. The many voices that ask to be heard {j}

a literary text (as opposed to the less apparently cacophanous sound of a
mother talking to a child or a tribal leader talking "ritually" in publie)
offer a kind of explanation of the many directions that the interpretive
activity has to go in if it hopes to relate the word to the world, linguistic
form to ideological form. It is no longer possible to think, as Martin does,
of levels that "hook up...neatly". Polyphony means anything but neatness.

What then are we to do with heteroglot linguistic diversities as they
criss~cross a literary text? One project is descriptive (see Jones here);
another is celebratory (see Lechte’s "deconstructionist" surrender to the
vertigo of "heterogeneity" and endless instabilities); yet another is critical
(Cranny-Francis, Threadgold). The critical response to polyglossia allows the
latter to carry traces of the differentiation characteristic of advanced social
formations (expanded reproduction, class division...) and f£inds, as if in
various "translations", the perpetual conflict of centre and periphery, of
authority and resistance, nov less dependent on fixed categories and realized
instead in the processes of the centripetal and the centrifugal, of the
constant dialogue between the forces that would establish authority and those
that would challenge it.

This last deliberately echoes the terminology of TIan Reid’s. paper, "The
Social Semiotics of Narrative Exchanges", which I would finally point to as by
far the most interesting thing in the book. Instead of looking at the elements
of lexis, syntax or social structure, we should be attending to the processes:
that run through these supposedly elementary facts: that’s where we will find
mechanisms which could allow interpretive translations from one level into:
another. Reid examines the processes available to certain texts for
"transacting their semantic business". Whether one is looking at the detailed
wording of such a transaction, or the narrative roles which mediate between
transactors, or the text itself within socio-economic transactions, or any of
the intervening "levels", it is the processes rather than the constituent
elements that promise to allow the ambitions of a critical soclolinguistices
some hope of success. Outwith Reid’s contribution; this collection adds little
to our understanding of such processes. It leaves instead the feeling that
systemic linguistics would do better to "confine" itself to the descriptive
phase, to the first "horizon" of textual space, leaving the other horizons to
other approaches {such as those of Fredric Jameson, who has addressed the
problem of the interchange between dynamic heterogeneous systems of textual and
social levels with a good deal more success than this volume can manage: see
in particular The Political Unconscious, Methuen, London 1981). We probably
don’t need another "theory" with claims of being able to subsume all other
approaches. We probably do need a breadth of interpretive approaches which
admit own inevitable polyphdny.

What makes systemic linguistics a strong candidate for a place among
these approaches is its emphasis on structure as the structuring of choice: in
short, its inbuilt sensitivity to process, to change, and therefore to history.

Lecturer in Communications Media
Falkirk College of Technology




Working Papers in Linguistics., University of Sydney. No. 1 Writing Project,
Report Igﬁg and No. 2 Writing Project Report 1981 (J.R. Martin and Joan
Rothery). ‘ _

Revieved by MARY ANN EILERL
INTRODUCTION

English education has historically been somevwhat myopic and research in
composition, though often elaborate, has seldom focused on the student writer
attempting to mean in various contexts, evaluated for product, and subject to a
hidden curriculum. Martin and Rothery reverse this trend by including the
writer and graphically illugtrating the features of registers. In the roles of
"a teacher interested in linguistics" and " a linguist interested in
education," they also reverse an academic tradition that, in its distance from
the real classroom, often compounded rather than facilitated the teacher’s
task.

The authors’ objectives consist of two phases: (1) to analyze student
writing from late primary through secondary school, and (2) to look at
implications such analyses have for the teaching of writing so that, over the
long term, research might "quantify in a probabilistic way...the relation
between genre and words and structures." Volume I contains a narrative of
vicarious experience written by a boy in Year 6 of Primary School and an
expository essay of literary criticism on the Canterbury tales, by a girl in
Year 11 of Secondary School. Rothery examines the former for experiential
meanings in clauses, the schematic structure of a story, cohesive relations,
and thematic choices. Martin analyzes the expository essay for lexical
cohesion, schematic structure, conjunction and theme. The purpose in both
cases is to reflect "demands narrative and exposition place on sgtudents."

Rothery observes of writing ingtruction that "although students are
encouraged to undertake a range of written genres, little is known about the
course of writing development." She tells us that when asked what constitutes.
good writing, teachers typically reply "Good ideas and good expression," thus
reacting to the FIELD of a text and implying that deficiencies could be
remedied  in phrase-sentence structural approaches that "were usually isolated
from a text of any kind." As teacher and linguist, I, too have encountered
teacher observations that demonstrated little sensitivity to the complexities
of register and would invariably find myself countering laments that "Susie
can’t write" with "Write what? A sentence? A paragraph? A poem? etc."

The "fault" in such scenarios, at least in American education, is/was not
that of the teacher alone but equally that of textbooks endorsed by prominent
academiclans who, as Rothery observes of teachers, "needed to draw on some
explicit language knowledge" but did not. Conspicuously absent from language
research of the 60’s and 70’s that gave rise to "The child develops language
through using language," as Rothery argues, was an appreciation for register-
specific tasks. Architects of curriculum and textbook writers seldom asked
crucial questions like "How far is the text from the activity it describes?"
and "How far removed are speaker and listener, thus neglecting the variables of
TENOR and MODE" _ |

With FIELD, TENOR and MODE Rothery’s analysis relates register to lexico-
grammar and text to the linguistic system unlike too many studies still
prevalent at least in the U.S. vwhere, for example, cohesion markers are often
counted apart from any context or the larger linguistic system, Instead,
Rothery rggﬁtly contends that "a systemic description is.a paradigmatic one"
that allows for "comparing texts within the same genre and for comparing texts
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from different genres." It is just such a model that is so sorely needed:}\
the "heuristies" of text production. : N

Narrative of Vicarious Experience

Although vicarious narrative -- The Spaceship Story -- demonstrates a range of ™Y
process types, Rothery points out that in the narratives of less able writers, =
material process clauses were more prevalent. She speculates that "choice of
Process types..may be important in considering development in this type of
narrative writing.” In my own research, the proportion of material clauses in
expository texts about literature, the integration and placement of these
clauses in the schematic structure (1) determined successful and non-successful
texts, and (2) clarified developmental stages in register production.

- - Schematic structure, Rothery argues, requires consideration of
EXPERENTIAL HARMONY (the congistent relationship between the characters’
participant roles and processes in which they are involved) and SEQUENTIAL
HARMONY (the cholce of sequences of processes to the end point of the
structure). She notes that the spaceship text includes a rapid succession of
events vithout development. That "this type of progression may be typical of a
certain stage of writing development” is substantiated by my own students’
ability (as late as the college level) to produce successful expository
statements but their inability, often, to sustain the logic of an extended
exposition. ) :

) Rothery demonstrates that REFERENCE cohesion makes demands on the writer
that face-to-face oral interaction does not. The following sentence written by
a secondary level student in her cohort indeed involves the kind of implicature
that is often viewed as a mistake: // Firstly we will look at the League of
Nations. The Covenant was signed April, 1919...// The student is quite right
in arguing as she does that "The teacher will know what I am writing about" for
so arguing demonstrates a keen sense of the interpersonal role relationship
with her audience. The question actually is not just one of audience but also
one of permitted degrees of indirect reference and the given-new contract for -
various registers.

In her treatment of CONJUNCTION, Rothery focuses on External relations
(propositions about the world) and Internal relations (rhetorical connections
in discourse). Because of the dominance of External conjunctions in the
spaceship story "this would seem to be a distinguishing feature of narrative.”
The occurence of only two Internal relations, however, motivates the
speculation that "these kinds of relations" may be "used more frequently in
narratives of older, more mature writers" and that if such indeed is so, “"then
an important similarity would be established between narrative and expository
writing. One might also add that establishing potential relationships in
genres is a necessary step in planning a phased curriculum.

In her discussion of THEME, Rothery analyzes teacher comments that urge:
students to vary sentence beginnings. She concludes that "such remarks are
focused at the level of the individual sentence or clause" and "do not take
account of thé development of the text overall." Although this may be so,
teacher comments deserve further exploration. Research needs to test whether
teachers intuitively may indeed be responding to the features of genre. If a
teacher urges a student to avold beginning each sentence with "the character
did this or that" or to break the monotony of a strict temporal sequence, he
may be suggesting the interplay of options that exists in successful, mature
realizations of a given register variety.

Rothery analyzes LEXICAL cohesion from the perspective of Field. There
is a "space invasion" string, a "crash" string, and "injury and recovery"
string, etc. and the "earth and sky" string, which runs through the entire
text, "realizes the setting of the narrative." The proportions and lexical
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composition of strings alsc have important implications for the development of

‘expository texts where Field is that of narrative.

Rothery presents the PEDAGOGICAL IMPLICATIONS of her research as follows:
(1) reglister is central in planning for language development, (2) language

“development should be systematically related to the child’s language use, (3)

report and narrative of personal experience are common to speech and writing,
(4) writing excludes the interactive production of text in the child’s oral
language development, (5) a child's experential distance from the event
complicates the development of writing, and (6) the schematic structures of
exposition and vicarious narrative should be introduced in the classroom in
appropriate ways.

She encourages teachers to allow children to re-tell their stories in
pairs or groups so that guidelines of "where the child is at" in story telling

.can be provided. Her observation that "ideally teachers should be able to
‘"tune in" in this way while listening to children in all kinds of language

situations echoes my own experiences with adolescents who engaged in a synoptic
re-telling of the literary text as a preliminary to developing their expository
texts. Allusions to character, events in the plot or aspects of the central
idea became dominant in reference and lexical chains that "configured" the
secondary text. :

Finally, Rothery urges teachers (1) to plan the writing situation and (2)
to contrast situations for "the kinds of texts they will lead to" or "the
particular feature of a text they wish to influence." She concludes by arguing
that it is essential for planning that teachers evaluate texts for a writer’s
strengths and weaknesses within and across genres. One might add that such an
evaluation is crucial in phasing curriculum: for students at various ability
levels. :

Expogition: Literary Criticism

Before analyzing the essay question response on Chaucer’s description of
the Prioresgs, Martin observes that for many teachers "no recognition is given
to the fact that language exists and is used to shape meanings in texts that
succeed in communication" and that "many writing teachers...view the expression
of "feeling, not approximation to a genre appropriate to a particular context",
as the cruclal factor in student writing.

Such statements invite rebuttals that might include (a) an exoneration of
the journal as a mitigator of writing anxiety and (b) the argument that early
demand for genre specifications may stifle the free expression of ideas and
result in artificial and even garbled syntax. The question is at what point
should genre features be introduced and demanded. A "premature" adherence to
genre might result in expository "shells" where cohesive markers delineate the
5-paragraph format void of style or substance as was often the case with my ESL
students. Many' English speaking students procrusteanly adhere to rhetorical
form, complaining that "it is hard for me to say what I really want to the way
the bhook wants me to."

Martin’s analysis of LEXICAL COHESION reveals a clustering by paragraph
as seen in paragraph 1’s concern with the nun’s appearance, paragraph 2's with
her singing, etc. while strings of literary criticism tend to run throughout
until the conclusion where all the text’s strings meet. Although Martin does
not comment further the question of a proportionate balance between various
Fields displayed in the strings - literary criticism, what Chaucer does, the
nun’s appearance -- might serve as a diagnostic tool to monitor register
development. For example, the string "what Chaucer does" ("use, create,
describe") represents a Tenor role that is slowly cultivated and with my own
students did not appear proportionately integrated with other Fields in the
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Martin’s treatment of schematic structure underscores the 1ntricacy i,
literary analysis. He analyzes the Introduction of 6 arguments by noting '\
the argument that refers to the nun is not connected to a literary device an}
that the argument that refers to the language of poetry does not consider wha\
aspect the rhythm is mocking. He concludes that the arguments lack "the
balanced exemplification needed to support the thesis." _

In his discussion of the interaction of lexical cohesion and schematic
structure he views the "richness of language" as taught in secondary school as
"trivialized into a list of literary devices which are simply the generic iecing
on an intriguingly more sophisticated cake.” The interaction of meta-language
of literary criticism with cogent observations about the literature is a
difficult synthesis for even gifted adolescents. It is no surprise that
Martin’s student would refer in her conclusion to character traits Chaucer
makes without mentioning the language of poetry. To her credit, it is
remarkable that she does so infrequently. It is a bit too harsh, it seems, to
contend that literary devices are presented as nothing more than a generic
lecing. _ _
For CONJUNCTION, he observes that although "conjunction can be fairly

forwvardly analyzed in a "good essay"...in "poor writing the links are often

opaque as to be uninterpretable" and that lexical cohesion is more easily
analyzed in a poor essay than a good one. Lexical cohesion IS more complex in
its associations in good writing. In my own research, lexical items often
entailed multiple resolutions where cohesive force and distance variables
complicated the analysis.

Although in his treatment of THEME Martin argues that cautions against:
the passive reflect "complete ignorance of the function of this text forming
resource," good teachers have always recognized its rhetorical purpose as: have:
textbooks that encourage its use "when an actor is unknrown or unimportant" or
"yhen the expression that would be the objsct...needs emphasis or needs to be
in the subject slot to improve continuity.

Martin observes that nearly half of the topical themes in the esgay refer .

to Chaucer and that this may reflect the student’s familiarity with narrative
where persons function as a method of story development. He encourages a more
"appropriate alternative" namely literary criticism. Lexical items like plot,
theme, character, etc., however, one might add, form an inordinately large

corpus of lexical ties in early stages of many students’ essays, particularly

" those of less able. writers for whom the meta-linguistic set becomes a c¢rutch in

lexical bonding and can make for monotonous and unsuccessful texts. Martin’s
pedagogical implications follow:

- literary critiecism is probably the most sophisticated type of exposition
- genres entall dramatic differences in discourse structure

- students recognize genre as needed in their texts and teachers demand an
approximation to genre whether or not they provide models

- "learning through language" argues for "a certain convergence between °
thematic narrative and exposition while ignoring the differences"

Children are expected to master literary criticism before less demanding
expository genres are internalized, according to Martin. It might also be
added that since literary criticism involves a previous text, critical reading
ig an added and key variable in successful text production and furthers the
argument for a developmental typology of written genres., Finally, if teachers
need to know discourse structure, as Martin contends, so, too, do linguists and
English educators at all academic levels need to get out of the "closet" and
observe children writing and even on occasion teach them 1f they are to
appreciate the full array of cognitive, environmental and behavioral variables:

3




v Martin’s comments that "it was teachers, not linguists, who expelled
traditional grammar as valueless" requires some tempering, at least for the
U.S. Veteran teachers here still decry the "New English" forced on them by
publishers, linguists and "would-be linguists" in English education. Contrary
to the contention that "linguistics was not brought in to £i111 the vacuum
created by removing traditional prescriptive grammar," it was precisely the
"linguistic revolution® vis a vis Paul Roberts, Jacobs and Rosenbaum, Harcourt
Brace, and others in all camps -~ structural, tagmemic. - that ousted the
traditionalists to the enduring distrust of any brand of linguistics among many
classroom teachers.

Ontogenesis of Genres

In Writing Project 2 Martin and Rothery focus on an ontogenesis of genres
+and observe that "write is an intransitive verb in education," (2) genre
has been "trivialized" In public education, and (3) teachers expect students to
master genres but do so in evaluations rather than in instruction. - The authors
establish a typology of written texts from Infants school to late Secondary
School that includes recounts, narratives, thematic narratives, report writing,
exposition, and literary criticism. Their data indicates that (1) narrative
strands are the most popular genres in infants and primary school, and (2) a
hidden curriculum exists as early as primary school.

They note that not only does speech and writing differ in medium but
significantly in personal tenor in infants school in the avoidance of self-
expression in the latter, thus underscoring "one of the great ironies of the-
Brittonites" emphasis on self-expression in writing." PFurther, among the
"morass of contradictions" that prevails is the fact that "genres as different
as Observation/Comment, Recount, and Report are all referenced...by the same
apparent generic term: story."

The authors sound a more disputable note, however, in contending that
"social class determines a child’s success in learning to write or not." My
own experience as a teacher for almost two decades in one of Chicago’s most
prestiguous suburbs with children of the affluent and professional upper middle
class challenges that conclusion. Even academically talented children in a
homogeneous and privileged social environment (linguistic and other) do not
demonstrate the same levels of writing proficlency across genres.

The authors then present their findings for each genre analyzed:

A. Characteristics of Observation/Comment include: (1) a dominance of
mental and relational clauses (2) no clear beginning, middle, end (3) a
strong "attitudinal® flavor in lexical strings (4) exophoric reference to
the writer (largely thematic), and (5) a conspicuous absence of
conjunction.

Such data, if extended and quantified, would, as Martin and Rothery argue,
linguistically define expressive writing, and, it seems to me, also dispel the
contention that such writing underlies all other genres.

B, Recount includes: (1) nearly 50 percent material clauses (2) dominance
of behavioral processes vwith a focus on events in the re-orientation (3)

absence of attitudinal strings (4) exophorle reférence to the writer and
his class (thematic), and (5) successive temporal conjunctives.

C. Report includes: (1) absence of attitudinal strings but a speéialized
taxonomic vocabulary organization - "nocturnal animal, moused ear bats"
etc. (2) dominance of endophoric reference (3) decentered theme - events
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and things not the writer, and (4) of 6 clauses, 3 relational, 2
behavioral, 1 material.

Martin and Rothery explain that "when cognitive psychologists refer to Rep
as "abstract" and involving "generalization" they are in fact describing in
very informal terms the experential clause structure of this genre."

D. Narrative includes: (1) majority of material clauses (2) schematic
structure of Orientation, Complication, Resolution, and Coda based on an
unusual sequence of events (3) endophoric reference to topic,
demonstrating context independency (4) dominance of lexical collocation
versus taxonomy (5) exclusion of writer in dominant theme, and (6)
dominance of temporal conijunctions.

Martin and Rothery observe that "the relation between words and structures
is...a question of tendencies, not of rules." They are sensitive to the
herculean effort involved in thus establishing a descriptive methodology of
genres and call their own work "guidelines for further research rather than
categorical facts." They also decry any suggestion that teachers present as
lessons the linguistic analysis of the project.

SUMMARY

‘Martin and Rothery conclude by co?menting on the limitations inherent in
Donald Grave’s writing process approach” and argue instead for examining texts
in relation to (1) the system of language from which they derive, and (2) the
social context or register of the writing. They should be applauded for the:
rich beginning the Writing Project represents toward eliminating the hidden -
curriculum and establishing a linguistically explicit ontogenesis of genres.
One can only hope that this effort and others like it will not fall on deaf
ears among policy makers and holders of the purse in administration circles.
The authors do much to re-instate the good name of linguistics and re-open a
dialogue between Departments of Linguistics, English, and Education towards a
mutual respect among professionals engaged in teaching young people how to
write. Their work should be required reading in the councils of English
teachers everywhere.

Chicago, Illinoeis

~ 1,411 reference in the review to my own research are based on all phases of my

data collection for the following: Eiler, Mary Ann., "Meaning and Choice in
Writing about literature". In Developmental Issues in D%scourse, edited by
Jonathon Fine and Roy 0. Freedle, Ablex Publishing Corporation, 1983. (This
is a condensed. version of the full dissertation.)

2."Robert M. Gorrell and Mabel M. Brown. "The Passive." Chapter 22 in Writing
and Language 1. Domains in Language and Composition. Harcourt Brace §
Jovanovich, Inc., New York, 1972.

3.The authors also discuss a controversy in New South Wales involving
approaches to writing instruction that is not included in this review.
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Eija Ventola, The Structure of Social Interaction: A Systemic Approach to the
Semiotics of Service Encounters. London: Francis Pinter 1986 xEx + 267 pp.
18.50

Reviewved by ROBIN WILLIAMS

The boundaries which demarcate the disciplines of human sciences from one
another have always been provisional, contested, and permeable. For reasons
that are not wholly clear, contemporary intellectual life 1s much exercised by
this fact, indeed, a good deal of what seems vital in current sociology,
linguistics, politics, anthropology, history and philosophy, reinforces the
sense of a refiguration of the study of individual and collective life.
Geertz’s (1983) observation of the ‘genre blurring’ of contemporary social
analysis, as a result of which it becomes increasingly difficult to assign
particular texts to individual disciplines, is only one of several efforts to
explore the shape and consequences of this development. Both the book under

‘review, and this review itself are examples of such genre blurring. The topic
of the book is the structure of social interaction - traditionally constituted
as a soclological phenomenon, and the author’s resources are those of
linguistics. T write as a sociologist with an interest in talk considered as a
type of social action. While we might want to know different things, and we
might think ve can come to know them in different ways, our differences as well
as our similarities could prove productive.

Ventola’s book is published in a series - the Open Linguistics Series -
that pledges allegiance to current principles of interdisciplinary exploration.
In revieving her work I hope to raise some issues concerning the ambitions and
achievements such principles, not in general and abstract terms, but more
specifically and concretely, as they are applied to the study of a particular
recurrent type of soclal interaction.

The book is an attempt to describe and analyze the semiotics of ’service
encounters’, what Goffman (1972) has called ‘one of the most fundamental
organizational devices of public order’. Ventola aveids (evades?) providing a
provisional definition of this term, assuming perhaps that commonsense
knovledge will be sufficiently consensual to carry readers through the opening
stages of her agument. Thoge less confident than her might find Merritt’s
(1976, p. 321) definition both helpful and adequate: [a service encounter is]
‘an instance of face to face interaction between a server who is "officially
posted" in some service area and a customer who is present in that service
area, that interaction being oriented to the satisfaction of the customer’s
presumed desire for some service and the server’s obligation to provide that
service’.

Ventola carried out a comparative analysis of such service encountersg in-
several cultural contexts - Australia, England and Finland - but the analysis
as a whole awaits completion, and the beock under review contains only
Australian material. Tape recorded data were collected from three service
locations (a post office, a gift shop and a travel agency) over a period of
nine days. Texts of four service encounters from each of the three settings
form the primary data set analysis.

Early in the book, she justifies her interest in service encounters by
reference to three matters: a concern with everyday activities likely to be of
practical relevance to non-native actors (she has a specific interest in
foreign language learning and teaching); the supposed uniformity of service
encounters; their public, and hence easily recordable nature. Only in the
bhook’s final paragraph does she allude to a more compelling and less parochial
reason for the study of this interactional form, the reason that, as it
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happens, has guided most of the sociological work on this topic: the
centrality of the ’service encounter’ to the working of the interaction org¥

Not only Goffman has asserted such a claim, the work of Merritt (1976), DaviM
(1959), Spradley and Mann (1973) and others also embody the same assertion °
based on observations of the character of modern public life. Indeed, the vew
centrality of this form, and the knowledge of its organization expected of
competent members of a society has made possible the deployment of the concept §
of the service encounter as a natural metaphor in sociology in order to
illuminate features of settings in which ’service’ is normally understood very
differently (see for example, Goffman 1961).

Before raising some issues concerning the relationship between linguistic
and sociological approaches to this issue, it 1s necessary to describe
Ventola’s work in greater detail. The underlying aim of her work is the
construction of ’/situational grammars’, defined by her as ’'how.native speakers
use language for communication when contextual factors and demands are also
taken into consideration’ (page 234). The term ’situational grammar’ seems an
extension and specification of Halliday’s term ‘ethnographic grammar’, in which
the change of modifier draws as much attention as possible to Ventola’s concern
with the contextual determination of linguistic behaviour. The aim seems to be
to identify the linguistic and behavioural rules and categorizations
constitutive of commonly recognized types of social situations. :

Ventola’s descriptions of the situational grammar of service encounters
is organized by reference to a number of concepts drawn from the repertoire of
systemic linguistics, especially the ‘connotative semantics’ of J.R, Martin.
Readers of this journal will have to bear with me as I cautiously describe
these concepts, doing so for the sake of clarity in my own mind rather than
presuming to do so on their behalf. The most inclusive concept is that of
'genre’, Paraphrasing Martin, genre refers to the verbal strategies by which
members of a culture get things done. Essential to the notion is some sense of
a cohegion or organization which structures separable verbal activities, and
which by its shape and content is able to be differentiated from other such
genres. For Ventola, genre refers to ’...goal oriented, both verbally and non-
verbally realized semiotic systems or social processes vhich are established
and maintained within a society and which, thus, comprise the culture of a
soclety’ (Page 61). She is of course adding here to Martin’s more exclusively
linguistic characterization of genre, even though it is noticeable in the book
that she is not able to develop any convincing way of representing such non-

-verbal processes. Nevertheless, her assertion that ’genres are presented as

recognizable, organized social activities/processes which make up our culture’
is one which resonates with attempts in soclology to find a terminology
flexible and powerful enough to permit the identification, description and
analysis of social forms from Simmel onwards. ‘Basic¢ social processes’,
'frames’, ’situational definitions’, ’gituational particulars’, ’generic social
contexts’, ‘basic rules’ and ’contextual particulars’, are some of many
examples (see Schwartz & Jacobs (1979) for a review) of many of these formalist
concepts -and their associated programmes in microsociology.

As a semiotic abstraction, argues Ventola, genre determines - in the
sense of acting as a preferential organizing principle for - the linguistic
patterns visible in occasions of verbal interaction. This determination is
mediated through the plane of register. For Halliday, genre and register
seemed to be largely interchangeable terms, both serving to indicate cohesion,
vhile for Ventola, and for connotative semantics in general, genre is seen as a
higher level of semantic organization than register, and to determine register
choice, Thus the register elements of field, mode and tenor are the
realisation of specific genre configurations. In turn, the register level




etermines structures on the linguistic plane. The bulk of the book deals with
this structure of determinations as potentially visible in only one stratum of
“language - that of discourse. '

_ Ventola’s empirical research 1s therefore concerned to do two things:
first, to define the nature of the elements and organization of the service
genre; second, to determine the extent to which the hypothetical generic
organization of service encounters is actually realized in patterns of
- conversational structure, lexical cohesion, reference and conjunction observed
in the transcriptions of the service encounters that comprise her data.

In the last section of chapter three, Ventola lists the nine elements
that constitute the ideal-typical service genre. These are listed, and their
functions are described as follows: Greeting (phatic); Attendance allocation
(organization of proximity); Service bid (offer of service); Service (needs and
their provision); Resolution (decision to buy, not to buy); Goods handover
(exchange of goods); Payment (exchange of money); Closing (appreciation of
gervice); Goodbye (phatic). The character of each of these glements needs no
further elaboration - I assume that they may be guessed at on the basis of
shared cultural knowledge. The ordering given above isg the canonical sequence,
though the elements need not necessary occur in that order, nor nead they all
be present for the genre network to be operative. Ventola’s conceptualization
allows for a good deal of 'realisational diversity’, both in terms of. the
absence of items, and in theilr ordering. She seems to express no clear view on
the minimum structural elements necessary for the genre to be declared present
preferring to concentrate effort on the issue of the sequential organization of
potentially present elements. She argues for the representation of this
sequential organization of elements by the use of a flowchart, in the course of
doing so, rejecting as unsatisfactory two previous modes of representation - as
a linear sequence, and as a network. It is certainly true that a sense of the
unfolding dynamic of any encounter seems bhest handled by a representation that
permits the maximum variability in sequential ordering, the insertion of
elements from other genres and the possibility for the expansion, contraction,
and even absence of the nine generic elements which Ventola argues to be
constitutive of the service genre. Any analyst hoping to include both the
compressed ’'Two please’ occurring as the only spoken utterance in a cinema
queue service encounter and the extended dialogue between servers and customers
in a small village grocery store as instances of the same genre will be well
advised to choose the most flexible representational format available.

Having established the parameters of the genre - a largely definitional
enterprise - the more difficult task Ventola undertakes is that of relating
genre structure to patterns of linguistic phenomena present in the data
transcripts. Four aspects are given detailed treatment: conversation
structure; lexical cohesion; reference; and conjunction and boundary marking.

Here the work is organized first by looking at the presence of each type
of organization found in the overall collection of texts, then in a final
chapter by looking in detail at three texts to see the interrelationships
between the elements already described.

The results are perhaps a little disappointing for those who were hoping
for a high degree of genre-related coherence to be exhibited in each of these
four discourse systems. In the case of conversation structure, she argues that
the same basic patterns of conversational structure are found in most of the
service encounters collected, although there seems to be considerable
variability in the degree to which clear and unambiguous placement of specific
conversational exchanges can be made to each of the generic elements as well as
additional difficulty concerning the boundaries between one element and
another. The opening and closing stages also give Ventola some interpretative
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difficulty, forcing her to argue that although they are often present, they are
there because of reasons un-connected with the customer server roles. The
looseness of fit or’realisation’ that Ventola notes in the case of conversation
structure is also found in relation to each of the other discourse elements.
Her response to the relative fuzziness of the realization of genre structure in
discourse systems is rather different from mine, and it may be that in
considering this issue, we will come to underlying differences in the
linguistic and sociological approaches to the study of social interaction.

It is Ventola’s hope that methodological improvements will make possible
the discovery of those connections between genre and linguistic patterns that
remain currently invisible. The assumption then is that patterns do exist that
remain to be discovered. Behind this is a further assumption of course, that
the gearing of contexts and utterance is a perceivably close one, for after
all, the aim of the book is ’to achieve an understanding of the organization of
our everyday social encounters by analyzing the language used in these
situations’ (page 6). Here, it seems to me that linguistics may be being asked
to offer more support for a sociological venture than it may have the strength
to bear. :

. Let me suggest at least two reasons why the achievements that Ventola
hopes for may prove limited ones. The first relates to the notion of the
service encounter itself. One of its essential features as defined in the
current work is that the participants adopt and maintain clear, definite, and
circumscribed role prescriptions - those of server and customer. While such an
assumption might suffice for linguistic analysis, it proves a weak one in
handling the empirical detail of participation in real encounters. Remove this
oversimplification, and linguistic and non-linguistic actions will be seen to
exhibit the attentiveness of participants to a greater complexity of
participation possibilities than such a prototypical specification imagines.
Levinson (1988) has pointed to the weakness of traditional descriptions of.
encounters in handling the issue of participant role, recommending a closer
look at Goffman’s categories of participation, especially those discussed in
his work on ’footing’ (in Goffman 1981). The details of that need not concern
us here, but the issues that need to be dealt with can perhaps be guessed at by
considering the following service encounter; two people enter a newspaper shop
for their morning newspaper, the second known to the server, the first not.
Even though the unknown person is second in line, the server may simultanecusly
ask the second, unknown customer what paper she wants, wvhile taking the
newvspaper known to be wanted by the other person, giving it to her, and taking
the proferred money, while all the while listening to the other customer’s
request, reaching for her paper and providing passing greetings and goodbyes to
the known customer, ' _

The second issue concerns the extent to vhich we may legitimately expect
a correspondence between the structure of social interaction and the structure
of speech. This point is acknowledged by Ventola, but I am not sure she
absorbs it with sufficient seriousness. The nature and organization of
elements in the interaction order need not necessarily have any linguistic
counterparts or equivalences. This is so, not because actions performed in the
course of such encounters take the place of words; rather it is because
encounters are not best understood by thinking of them as communicative in
character, and the idea of communication may be of less help in the study of
interactional structure and dynamics than might be supposed. Such structures
and dynamics are as much determined by participants’ attention to principles of
competence and propriety as they are by their attention to principles of
communication. I do not mean that participants in encounters can dispense with
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