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“phoric” = it siraply has the property of reference. Any given TNSTANCE of
reference may be either one o the other, or it may even be both at once.
We shall see in rhis chapter thar there are tendencies for particular icems o
classes of ftens w be geed ¢mphoﬁ¢a.lfy or ﬂndophnri:nﬂ}r; but the
seference selation is itself neutral s it mevely means *see ehewhere”. On the
ather hand, as we hawve emphasized alrcady, only endopheric reference 1s
cohesive. Exophorie reference contributes to the crraTion of wexx, in that
it links the language with the comtext of stuation; but it does not contri-
bute to the NTEGRATION of one passage with another so that the two
topether form part of the same text. Henee it does not contribute directly
to cohesion a5 we have defined it

For this reasonn we shall take only little account of exephoric reference,
ot attempring to describe it in detadl bue bringing it in where it zelates to
and contrasts with reference within the texr. We shall trest ‘endophornc’
reference as the norm; not implying by this that it i the logically prios
form of the reference relagion, b mu.-,m}}r that it is cthe farm of it which
plays a pase in cohesion, and which therefore has pricrity in the context of
the present study. At the same time, however, where we identify TY¥ES
OF REFERENCE and REFERENCE ITEMS in the language, we do so on the
criterion of reference potentizl without regard to the endophoric/exo.
pheric dissincrion. A reference item is any ore which has this potential,
and a systemasic account of the different types of reference and their place
in the linguistic system has to be based on the generabized concept of
teference and net on the particular conerets form that it takes when in-
cofprrated into the rext,

2.2 Types of reference
There are three types of reference: personal, demonstrative, and com-

parative.

Pemonal refaence & referonee by means of function in the speech
sitmtion, throngh the categoty of Pirs0N (Table 2).

Demonstretive reference is reference by means of location, on a scale
of rroxIMITY {Table 3},

Comparative reference is indirect ceference by means of IDENTITY or
simitanriTY {Table 4},

Crammatically, all reference items except the demonstrative adverbs,
and some comparative adverbs, finction within the pominal groop {(noun
phease). it will be necessary therefore to give a brief account of the struc-

3.I ENDOFHORIC AND EXOPHORIC REFEAREMCE i3

We shall find 1 useful in the discossion to have a spedal term for sim-
rionzl reference. This we are referring to as EXOPHORA, 0F EXOPHORIC
reference ; and we could conerast it with ENDoOPHORTC 3 2 general name
for reference within the texe:

f |
[0 preceding cext] [to following rex]
a.'naﬂmﬂ nu.iﬁ.nn

As a general rule, therefore, reference items may be exophoric or endo-
phorie; and. if endophorie, they may be anaphoric or extaphorie {f Lo
above), This schenie will allow us to recognize cortain disinctions within
the clasm of eeference items, according to their different uses and *pheric’
rendencies.

Exophora s net simply a synonym for referencial meaning. Lexical
items like fohn of tee or mn have referential mesning in that they are
mames for some thing : object, cliss of objects, process and the hike. An
exophoric ibem, however, is one which does not name anything ; it signals
rhar reference must be made to the context of sitnation. Both exophoric
and endophoric reference embody an instruction @ rotrieve from else—
where the mformation nocessary for interpreting the pasage m question;
and taken in isolation a reference fem is simply neotral in chis respect —if
we hear a fragment of conversation nuch as

[2:3] That must have cost a lot of moscy.

we have no means of knowimg whether the that s anaphoric o exophoric.
The previow speaker might have said, “I've just been on holidsy in
Tabisi’, or the participants might be Jooking at their host’s collection of
antigue silver; and if both these conditions hold good, the interpretation
will remain donbiful. Ambiguous situations of this kind do in fact quite
often arise.

What is essential to every instance of reference whether endophorie
{texcual) o exophoric (situational) is that there s a praupposition that
must he satisfied; the thing referred o has to be identifisble samehowr.
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Gridley: You could sec them coming on him, before your wery cyen
Abeut that size. [ Indicates.] Mo bigger. [Shows them. ]®

Cohesve ties, etpegially those with the immediately preceding rext,
are only one source for the infonmation that the reader or lstencr re-
quires. Both sinational and moce semote sexiual information are necessary
eompencnts. Bue it is surpriting how muoch can often be recovered simply
frorm the presuppositions carried by the cohesive elements. The ongoing
contnuicy of discourse is a primary factor in its intelligibilivy.

This illustrates the meaning of cohesion as a whole. It provides, for
the text, which is 3 semantic wnit, the sort of continuity which is achisved
in units at the grammatical level - the sentence, the clawse and o0 on -
by grammatical strucrare. Like everything else in the semantic syseerm,
cohesive relations are realized throwgh the lewicogrammar, by the
selection of structures, and of lexical items in seroctural roles, (Oor inten-
won i this book has been to FUTVEY the |cximgnrrm1ati|:a.| FOSOITOES 10
question, and show their plaee in the lngoistie system. But dhe cohesive
relations themselves ate relations in mreaning, and the continuity which
they bring about is a semantic continuity. This is what makes it possible
for cobesive pamems oo play the pant dhiey do in che procesing of wext by
a listener or a reader, not merely sighalling the presence and extent of vext
but setually emabling him to interpret itand determining how he does so.

7.3 The meaning of different kinds of cohesion

We have discussed cobesion under the five headings of eeforcnce, substi-
tueion, cllipsis, conjunction and lexical cohesion. The classfication is
based on linguistic forna; these are the categories of cohesion that can be
recognized In the lexicogrammatical system. In teems of the resources
which are brought into play, they are all lexicogrimmarieal phenomena
of onc kind or anether.

Pueference, substitution and ellipsis are deacly prammatical, in that they
involve closed systems: simple oprions of presence or absence, and systems
such a5 theose of person, number, proximity and degree of comparison.
Lexical cohesion is, a5 the mame implies, lexical: it invelves 2 kind of
choice that is open—ended, the sclection of 4 lexical item ehat is in some
way related to one od:n:rnng previonsly, Conjunction is of the border-
line of the grammatical and the lexical; the st of conjunctive elements
can probably be interprered grammarically in terms of systems, but such

* L. B, Pricstley, Bers o ihe Bear Dotk {The Plays of [ B Prsadey, Vol 2), Helnemann,

T44 ELLIPSIE

Head will normally be found only b contexts of presapposition. To give
2 dightly more complex example:
[4:4] " ﬁmibuwmm}rhmmadaydldfundokm"mdﬁhm ma
hu:rymchnnseth:
"Ten hours the first day,” said the Mock Turtle: 'nine the nex,
and so on.’

The nominzl group sine b proupposing, meaning pine howrs, and so is che
mext, mesning the aext day. The two clanses nine the rext and ten howr: the
first day are also both presupposing, representing we did lessons ten frowrs the
Jirst day, etc. In all these examples the climses and the nominal groups dis-
play structures that clearly show them to be presupposing.

Where theee is ellipsic, theee iz 2 presuppesirion, in the structare, that
something is to be supplied, or ‘understond”. This is not quite the same
shing a5 :aying that we an tell from the sorectore of an item whether it &s
ellipeical or nor. For practical purposes we often can; but it is not in face
the stracture which makes it elliptical. An item s elliptical if its strucrare
does not express all the featores that have gone into its make-up — all the
mraninghul choices that are embodied in it.

In other words, we can take as a general gnide the noton that ellipsis
oecuts when something that is seructarally necessary is left unsaid; there is
a sensc of incomplatencs asociabed with it. But it is oseful to rocognize
that this is an ::rm—-simp]:iﬁc:atiml, and that che essendial characteristic of
ellipsis is that something which is present in the selection of underlying
{‘-.syst:mi;'] options is omitted in the sroecture - whether o not the result-
ing structure is in iself ‘incomplere’.

Like subsritucion, ellipsis is a relation wirhin the rext, and in lhcwt
mufmﬁm.ﬂ:hm.um-du
That is to say, ellipsis is normally an anapheric relation. Ouc.umnaﬂy the
presapposidon i an clliptical strocture may be exophoric = we noted in
Chapter 3 thar this could also happen with substirution. If a housewife an
secing the milkman approach calls out Twe pleaze! she is using exophoric
cllipsis: it is the context of stuation that provides the information nesded
to interpret this, Bot exophoric ellipsis has no place in cohesion, so we shall
not explore it any further here.

Let us sumnmarize here the general festures of reference, substitution
and ellipais, harking back vo whar was ssid in the final paragraph of Chap-
ter 3. All three are forms of presupposition, devices for ideniifying some-
thing by refessing it to something thae is already there — known to, of at
least recoverabie by, the hearer. Since this " something” that is presupposed
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The principle distinguishing reference from mbstitunon is reasonably
clear. Substitution is a relation between linguistic items, such 25 words or
phrases; whereas reference is 3 relation between meanings. In terms of the
linguistic system, reference 1 3 relation on the semantic level, whereas
sabaricution & a reliden on the lexicogrammatical bevel, the level of
grammar and vocabulary, or Bngoistie “form®. Ellipsis, a5 we have
already remarked, is in this respect imply a kind of substitution; it can
be defined as substitution by zero. So we have:

Type of cohesive relation : Linguistic level:

Reference Semantic
Substitution (including Ellipsis) Grammatical

The IOEATEE af the eference item he s “some person {malc_]l, ather
than the spesker or addeeises, who can be identified by recourse to the
environment’, The cobssion lies in the semantic identity; and the fact
that in a given instance the relevant environment may be the preceding
text, in which, say, Jofe Smith bas occurred, is incidental. Anaphoric
refesence, as we have seen, is merely a special cate of reference in general,
and the text it merely 2 special case of the environment; the reference may
just as well be exophoric, where the relevant enviconment is the situation.
Anaphoric and exophoric reference are both desived from the s\-_ner:l.
underlying notion of recoverabiliry afmﬂniug! from the eavicomment.

Sabstitotion, on the other hand, 5 a reladon within the ext. A sub-
stitute is a sort of counter which s wsed in place of the repetition of a

particalar item. For e , m

[3:1}3.. My ame is top blunt. | must get a sharper one,
b. ¥Wou think Joan slready knows? — I think everybody does.

ong and dees are both substitutes: ome sobstitotes for axe, and does for
brmours. And whereas in reference there is no implication that the pre-
suppozed item could feself have fgured in the rexe, and in masny insances
we know it could not have dene, chis 15 implied in the case of substituion.
Thus, in [3:1 a and b] it would be entircly posible to “replace” one by

It follows that, as a general rule, the substitute item has the same
seructurzl funetion as chat for which it substitutes. In the above example,

Chapter 3

Substitution

3.1 Substitution and ellipsis

In this and the nexe chaprer we shall be discussing another rype of cobesive
relation, which takes two different forms: substitution, and ellipsis. These
can be thought of in simplest terms as processes within the text: substito-
tion as the replacement of ane item by another, and ellipsis as the omission
of an item. Essentially the two are the same process; ellipsis can be inter-
prewed a3 chat form of substimution in which the item is zeplaced by
nothing, But the mechanisms involved in the rwo are rather different,
and also, at least in the case of ellipsiz, faicly complex; so we shall devore
a chapeer o each.

3.1.1 Substituion ond reference

The distincion between substituton and ceference s that substdration is
a telstion in the wording rather than in the meaning, Tt has been empha-
sized already that the clasifiaton of cohesive relancis mito differant
types should not be seen a3 implying a rigid division inte watertight
compariments. Thers are many instances of cohesive forms which bie
on the borderline betwern two types and could be interpreted a5 one or
the other, The sination is a fimiliar onc in many ficlds, and when one
# attempting to cxplain phenomens 33 complex as those of human
language it would be surprising to find things atherwise; this is particu-
Myw:&nwmmauwdmthphmcmarhwhmbmhumﬂc
and grammatical, since it ﬁ-aqnm:lj.r happens that semantic criteria suggest

one interpretation while grammatical criteria suggest another, and the
dumpnmhmmw&rhadl, facing both ways ar emce. The
analysiz that is adopted beee is based on corain general principles, w
which particular instances can be more of less unambigoously referred.
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“phoric” - it dmply has the property of reference. Any given TNSTANCE of
reference may be either one of the other, of it may even be both at once,
We shall sec in this chapter that there are tendencies for particular items oz
clusses of oo w be wsed exophorically or endophorically; bur the
seference relation is itself neveral: it merely means *see elsewhere’. On the
other hand, a5 we have emphasized aleeady, only endopheric reference s
cohesive. Exophoric reference contributes o the crraTron of ext, in that
it links the language with the contest of sitvation; but jr does not contri-
bute to the INTEGRATION of one passage with another so that the twa
together form part of the SAME text. Hence it does not coditribuee directly
to cohesion as we have defined it

For this reasony we shall take only little account of excphoric reference,
ot attempring to deseribe it in detail but bringing it in where it selates to
and contrasts with reference within the texr, We shall treat "endophoric”
referenice as the norm; not implying by this that it is the logically prios
foveen of the reference relation, bie merely that it i the farm of it which
plays a pare in eohesion, and which therefore has pdority in the contec of
the present study. At the same time, however, where we identify TY¥PES
OF REFERENCE and REFERENCE 1TEMS in the language, we do so on the
criterion of refersnce potentizl without regard te the endophaoricfexo-
pheric distinction. A refrrence item is any onc which has this potential,
amd a systematic account of the different types of reference and their place
in the linguistic system has o be based on the generalired concept of
reference and not on the particular conercte forns that it cakes when in-
coporated into the rext,

2.2 Types of reference
There are three types of reference: persoml, demonstrative, and com-

parative

Peronal referenice 5 reference by means of function in the specch
sitmtion, through che category of PRRsON (Table z).

Demonstrative reference is reference by means of location, on 2 scale
of FROXIMITY {Table 3}

Cnmpmﬁve reference is indirect ceference by means of IDENTITY of
simiLarrTy | Table 4},

Gzammati:all'y. alt reference items except the demonstrative adverbs,
and somme comparative sdverbs, fimetion within the nominal group (noun
phrase), It will be necessary therefore to give a brief account of the struc-

Chapter 2

Reference

2.1 Endophoric and exophoric reference

There are cerfain itermns in every language which have the propery of
reference, in the specific sense in which we are nsing the term here; that is
to say, instead of being interpreied sermantically in their own dghe, they
make reference 1o something else for their ineccprention. In English these
items are personals, demonstracives and comparatives.

We start with an example of each:

{z:1] a. Three blind mice, three blind mice.
See how they nim! See how they run!
b, Dactor Foster went ta Glaucsster in a shower of rain.
He stepped in 3 puddle eight up te his middle and never went
there ifL.
. Therc m?:iu:wn WICOS 0T & frec.
Another came, and there were thres.

In (a], they vefers va thece blind mice; in (b] there refers to Gloweesier; in
(€] anather refees Lo wrens.

These items are directives indicating that information is to be retricved
from elsewhere. S0 much they have in commen with all cohesive cle-
menrs. Whart characterizes this particular type of cohesion, chat which we
are calling aEFERENCE, & the specific nature of the information that s
signalled for retdeval. Lo the cuse of reference the information to be
rezrieved is the referential meaning, the idenriry of the particulur thing or
class of things that is being referred to; and the cohesion lies in the con-
tnuity of reference, whereby the wme thing enters into the discourse a
second time, In See how they run!, they means not merely “three bimd
imice” buat * the samie three blind mice that we have just been talking abour”,
This is sometimes cxpressed by the formula chat all reference iems ‘con-
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an interpretation would be fiirly complex, and some conjunctive ex-
pressions invalve lexical selection as well, e Poment inﬁww tHar momens

an.
This tclls us about what form cohesion takes, what resoarces of the
linguistic syitem are drawn on in the expresion of cohesive relations. But
it dots mot tell os about those relations themselves. If we ask what s the
ratuse of cobedive relations, as distinet from what form of sxeasssion
they ke, we ger a different answeer — one sill in torms of the linguistic
system, bot giving a different kind of explanation. We are now asking
about the natare of cohesion considered as a set of reladons in language;
wheteabous in the linguistic systern are these relations Iocated ? In other

words, what do the different kinds of cohesion mean §
If we look at cohesion from this point of view, we shall be able
ize three kinds Thete are the three different kinds of relation in
other than the relation of structure, that link one part of 2 text

=) eckatedorss of reference, (i) semantic connection,

The way these correspond 1o the various types of cohesion is as follows:

Matire of eobesive relation @ Type of cohesion:
R elatedness of form Substtution amd n]i.'ipsis; fesxical
collecation
Reelatcdnes of reference Refercnce ; lexical retteration

Semaniic coNRecon Conponction

7.5.0 General prirciples behind tee diffeserst rypes

We have referred to aspects of this general pleture ar warious places
in the discussion. It has been pointed out that ceference, while ir is ex-
pressed by grammatical mcans, is actually a semantic relaton, a reladon
berween meanings of particalar instances rather than between wards or
other items of linguistic form . Substinition and elbipsis, on the other hand,
are formal relations between elements ag the lexicogrammatical level.

It has also been shown that various consequenees follow from this
distinction. In sabstitution and cllipsis it is always possble w “restore”
the presupposed item {rcplncing the substitution counter, or ﬁ"iﬂg out
the empty sroctural slot); in reference, typically, it is nor. O the other
hand a substitute has to preserve the grammacieal funetion of dhe pre-
suppated item; whereas chere is no such restriction on reference, which is
independent of this sort of formal constraine. Lexieal cobesion has some-

4 INTRODUWCTION

kinds of ties which it displays. In [1: 1] there & just one tie, of the particular
kind which we shall be calling meFrrEncE (Chaprer 2). In [1: 3], there are
:.cmﬂl}-twauu,nfwhwhon:uofth: *reference” kind, and consists in
the anaphoric relation of the to siv raaking apples, while the other is of 2
different kind and consists in the REPETITION of the word apples, 3 repeti-
tion which would sl have a cohesive cffect even if the two were not
referring to the same apples. This latter type of cobesion it disaumsed in
Chaprer 6.

The conceps of a tic makes it posible to analysc a text in terms of ies
ecohesive properties, and Ewca !}rstcm:u-c account of its pattemns of rexnsre.
Some specimen analyses are given in Chapter 8, Various types of gquestion
can be mvcstl.gﬁtd in: this way, for cumplc concerning the

;een speech and writing, the relstionship betwesn cohesion and the
Qrg:m:anm of wrinen texts into sentences and paragraphs, and the pos-
sible differences among differént genres and different suthors in the num-
bers aned kinds of tie they typically employ.

The different kinds of cohesive tie provide the main chapeer divisions of
the book. They are: reference, substitation, ellipss, conjunction, snd
lexical eohetion. A preliminary defimtion of these categories is given later
in the Inwodoction [1.2.4); sach of these concepes is then discussed more
fally in the chapter in question.

1.1.4 Cohesion
mwiﬂﬂuhkamﬁnm;im&lmuhﬁm:nfm‘
that exist within the text, and that define it a5 a text,

Cohesion occars where the inTRRPRETATION of some element in the
distovrse it dependent on that of snother. The one PrRsvFProsns the
ather, in the sense that it cannot be effectively decoded cxcept by recourse
to it “’h:nth':shagp:ls, & relation of cohcsion 5 5ot up, and the cwo cle-
ments, the presupposing and the preseppoted, are therehy ar lease poten-
tially integrated into 3 text.

This is another way of approaching the netion of 2 tie. To return to
example [1: 1], the word them presupposes for its interpretation something
other than icelf. This requirement is met by the six cooking apples in the
preceding sentence. The presupposition, and the face thar it is resolved,
provide echesion berween the cwo sentences, and in so doing creare ext.

As snother cxample, consdder the old piece of schoolboy humour:

[¥:5] Time Hies

= Yiou can't; they fly too quickty.
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Table 4: Comparative reference

Gramsniatical findion | Modifier: Eu]:m.utiﬁl:rjﬁ.timw
(s below)
Clars | adjecrive adwverh
General L
weral camparisist — ——
e u] : milari N mil;i[‘ i ; 'Imifm .
o
difference (ie non-
identity or similarity) | other different elee | differently otherwise
Panticular camparisen bm,mm_ s more less equatly
guantifiers]

ture of the poiminal group, in order to explain the grammar of reference
in more explict terms,®

The logical structure of the nominal group is one of modification; it
comsists of 3 HEAD, with optional mopirieR. The modifying elements in-
clude some which precede the head and some which follow it; che dis-
tinction in the relative position of modifying clements is semantically

* Tieo analysis of the nomined group folkews e of Halliday | versbons of it Juve appeamd in
various unpuhlisyed sources, gps Enplice Sysem Merwerds {ipdg). Por io me n teoosal sedies
ser Ronaiya Hasn, ' A lngnastie shad y of impg, £ i the style of two contemporary
Englith pres writers', University of Edinbongh PhD theesds, tphy; alae G . Turees and B AL
Mohan, A Linguil Desription md Computer Progeaa for Children's Speech, London, Foudadge
#& Fegan Paul, o, Fer 3 rebted interpretadon sen ] MeH, Sinclair, 4 Coarse in Spoken
_E-‘in&: Cramenar, London, Omford TP, rore. A demiled sceount of the preomt wemion will
apperr in M. A K. Hislliday, Meariny of BModern Eiglich, Londos, Ondiord L8R, (foetheoming).

We reran the t6fm HOBMINAL CROUP in F\Efﬂ.'fmﬂ'lﬂlr mtre nnml e PREASE,
pactly becaiese it hatbeen weed throughooe Halbiday's writings and related publications, hivieg
ariginally been mken over by Hallidaoy (s} from W 5. Allen {igor), but more hecagse,
abtheugh weun phase and pominal group sre mae ar los equivalent, Halliday®s versan
sraur in very different fiom the vorb phrase, o that the tefm verbal groap bas to be reined
i a0y case, and, by the same roken, somingl group belongs in & omewhat different ooncep-
nul framewoek from ooun phrase.
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2 Intreduction

a poem, and there is a peper sbout the epitaph of the spiritual masrver of
a sect of Muslims and one about whether the pronoun [ should appear
in formal writdng. One paper is abour the connection berween personal
pronouns and the human experience of seltfhood, one is about political
debate, one is sbout using case studies as a way of studying sociolinguistic
varistion. The papers make points such as these: medis coverage of the
murder trial was racist; the Japanese word finkaku, used in Japan’s new
post-World War II constitution as an eguivalent for the English expres-
sion individual dignity, both represented and shaped a particularly Japanese
way of thinking and talking about the public person; female US college
students describing seminars used metaphors of sharing whereas male stu-
dents used metaphors of competing; poems by Gerard Manley Hopkins
operate on numerous levels at once; a Bekwashi Muslim community in
the United States manages to maintain a sense of cultural contimuity
despite massive cultural and geopraphical changes and in several radic-
ally different languages; students need a voice with which to write in
academia.

It might appear that the only thing all these projects have in common
is that, in onc way or another, they all involve studying language and is
effects. Is discourse analysis, then, simply the study of language and its
effects? It has been described that way. It has been suggested, for example,
that “the name for the field ‘discourse analysis’ . . . says nothing more or
other than the term ‘linguistics”: the study of language™ (Tannen, 1989: 6).
In a way, this is exactly correct: discourse analysis is the study of language,
in the everyday sense in which most people use the term. What most people
mean when they say “language” is talk, communication, discourse. (In formal
language study, both descriptive and prescriptive, the term “language™ is
often used differently, to refer to structures or rules that are thought w
underlic talk.) Even if discourse analysis is, basically, “the study of lan-
guage,” however, it is useful to try to specify what makes discourse analysis
different from other approaches to language study. One way to do this is by
asking ourselves what we can learn by thinking about what “discourse™ is,
and about what “analysis” is.

“Discourse”

more broadly as “meaningful symbolic behavior™ m any mode (Blommaert,
e o s = S P R e Everans

To discourse analysts, “discourse™ usually means actual instances of commun-
icative action in the medum of language, some define the term

lysts typically speak of discourse rather than discourses, the way we speak of
other things for which we often use mass nouns, such as music (“some
music” or “three picces of music™ rather than “three musics™) or ingforma-
ton (“the flow of information,” *a great deal of information,” rather than
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1 What is discourse analysis?

‘I only said "d' poor Alica
peaded in & plleous ona,

The two Queens looked &t
wach other, and tha Red Cluean
remarked, with a litle shudder,
‘She says she only said “id"—'

‘But she said a great deal
more  than that” the White
Cueen moaned, wringing her
hands.'Ch, ewer 50 much mare
than that!’

Lewis Carroll; Thraugh the Looking
Glass

1.1 A brlef historical overview

Disconrse analysis s concerned with the study of the relationship berween
language and the contexts in which it is used. It grew out of work in

semiotics, psychology, anthropology and sociology. Discourse analyses
study language in use: written texts of all kinds, and spoken data, from
conversaton to highly instionalised forms of mlk,

At a time when linguistics was langely concerned with the analysis of
singhe sentences, Zellig Harrls published a paper with the tithe *Discourse
ansalysis’ (Harris 1952}, Harris was inerested in the distribution of Haguis-
tic elements-in extended texis, and the links berween the text and s soctal
simarion, though his paper is @ far ory from the discourse analysis we are
used 1o nowsdays. Also impormant in the garly years was the emergence of
semiotics and the French strecuralist approach o the smdy of narrative. In
the 19605, Diel] Hymes provided a sociological perspective with the snedy of
speech inirs social serring (eg, Hymes 1964). The linguistic philosophers
such as Austin {1962}, Searle [196%) and Grice (1975} were also influential in
the study of language as social action, reflecred in speech-act theory and
the formulation of conversational maxims, alongside the emergence of
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Semantics is the study of the mesning of words, phrases and sentences. In semantic
analysis, there is shways an attempt to focus on what the words conventionally mean,
rather than on what an individual speaker (like George Carlin) might want them to mean on
& particular occasion. This approach is concernad with objective or general meaning and
avoids trying to account for subjective or local mesning. Doing semantics is attempting to
spell out what it is we all know when we behave as if we share knowledge of the meaning

of aword, 5 phrase, or a sentence in a language.
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2. Seven Types of Meaning

Some people would like semantics 1o pursue the study of meaning in a
wide sense ol “all that is communicated by language”: others (among them
many modern writers within the framework of general linguistics) limit
it in practice to the study of logical or conceptual meaning in the sense
discussed in Chapter |. Semantics in the former, wider sense can lead us
once again into the void from which Bloomfield retreated with under-
standable misgivings - the description of all that may be the object of
human knowledge or beliel. On the other hand, we can. by carefully dis-
tinguishing types of meaning, show how they all fit into the total com-
posite effect of linguistic communication, and show how methods of study
appropriate Lo one lype may not be appropriate to another,

On this basis, | shall break down ‘meaning’ in its widesi sense into
seven different ingredients, giving primary impori. nce to logical meaning
or (as | shall prefer to call it) CONCEPTUAL MEANING, the type of
meaning | was discussing earlier in connection with “semantic com-
petence’. The six other types | shzll consider are connotative meaning,
social meaning, affective meaning, reflected meaning, collocative mean-
ning, and thematic meaning,

Conceptual Meaning

CONCEPTUAL MEANING (sometimes called "denotative’ or ‘cognitive’
meaning) is widely assumed 10 be the central factor in linguistic communi-
cation, and | think it can be shown 1o be integral to the essential
functioning of language in a way that other types of meaning are not
twhich is not to say that concepiual meaning 8 the most imporiant
clement of every act of linguistic communication). My chiel reason
for assigning priority to conceptual meaning is that it has a complex ang
sophisticaled organization of a kind which may be compared with, an

cross-related to, similar organization on the syntactic and phonological
levels of language. In particular. 1 would like to point 10 two structural
principles that seem to lie at the basis of all lingeistic patterning: ihe
principle of coNTRASTIVENESS and the principle of STRUCTURE.
Contrastive features underlie the classification of sounds in phonology,
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language without referring to it. A “language’ which communicated by
other means than by conceptual meaning (e.g. a ‘language’ which
communicated solely by means of expletive words like Oh' AR’ (ho!
Alag! and Tally ko) would not be a language at all in the sense in which
we apply that term to the tongues of men.

Connotative Meaning

More of what is distinctive about conceptlual meaning will appear when
we contrast it with CONNOTATIVE MEANING. Connotative meaning is
the communicative value an expression has by virtue of what it refers
1o, over and above is purely concepiual content. To a large extent, the
nation of ‘reference’ overlaps with conceptual meaning. If the word
wonn 15 defined conceplually by three features (+ HUMAN, —MaLE,
+ ADULT), then the three propertics “human’, *adult’, and “female’ must
provide a criterion of the correct use of that word, These contrastive
features, translated into “real world® terms, become attributes of the
referent (that which the word refers to). But there i a multitude of
additional, non-criterial properties that we have learnt to expect a
referent of wortan 1o possess. They include not only physical characteris-
tics(*biped”, "having a womb"), but also psychological and social propertics
("gregarious’, “subject 1o maternal instinct'), and may extend to features
which are merely rypical rather than fnvarizble concomitants of woman-
hood (‘capable of speech’, “expericnced in cookery’, ‘skirt-or-dress-
wearing'). Stll further, connotative meaning can embrace the “putative
properties’ of the referent, due to the viewpoint adopied by an individual,
or a group of people or a whole society. So in the past woman has been
burdened with such autributes (‘frail’, ‘prone 1o tears’, ‘cowardly’,
“emotional’, ‘irrational”, ‘inconstant’) as the dominant male has been
pleased 1o impose on her, as well as with more becoming qualities such
as “gentle’, ‘'compassionate’, ‘sensitive’, *hard-working’, Obviously, con-
NOtations are apt to vary from age to age and from sociely o society.
A hundred years ago, ‘non-trouser-wearing” must have scemed a
thoroughly definitive connotation of the word woman and iis translation
equivalents in European languages, just as in many non-western socielies
today womankind is associated with attributes foreign to our own way of
thinking. It is equally obvious that connotations will vary, 10 some
extent, from individual to individual within the same speech com-
munity: to an English-speaking misogynist wortan will have many un-
complimentary associations not present in the minds of speakers of a more
feminist persuasion,

It will be clear that in talking about connotation, [ am in fact talking
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Social and Affective Meaning

We turn now Lo two aspects of communication which have to do with the
situation in which an uiterance takes place. SOCTAL MEANING is that
which a picce of language conveys about the social circumstances of its
use. In part, we “decode’ the social meaning of a text through our
recognition of different dimensions and levels of style within the same
language. We recognize some words or pronunciations as being dialectal,
i.e. as telling us something of the geographical or social origin of the
speaker; other features of language tell us something of the social
relationship between the speaker and hearer: we have a scale of
‘status’ usage, for example, descending from formal and literary English
at one end to colloguial, familiar, and eventually slang English at the
other.

Omne account (Crystal and Davy, fnvestigaring English Stvle) has
recognized, among others, the following dimensions of socio-stylistic
variation (I have added examples of the categories of usage one
would distinguish on each dimension):

Variation according to:

piaLECT(The language of a geographical region or of a social class)
TIME (The language of the eighteenth century, etc.)

proOVINCE (Language of law, of science, of advertising, etc.)
sTATUS (Polite, colloguial, slang, etc., language)

MoDALITY (Language of memoranda, lectures, jokes, ec.)
SINGULARITY {The style of Dickens, of Hemingway, etc.)

Although not exhaustive, this list indicates something of the range of
style differentiation possible within a single language. It is not surprising,
perhaps, that we rarely find words which have both the same conceptual
meaning and the same stylistic meaning. This observation has frequently
led people to declare thar “true synonyms do not exis’”. If we under-
stand synonymy as complete equivalence of communicative effect, it is
indeed hard o find an example that will disprove this statement. But
there is much convenience in restricting the term "synonymy’ Lo equiva-
lence of conceptual meaming, so that we may then contrast concepiual
synonyms with respect 1o their varying siylistic overtones:

sieed (poetic) domicile (very formal, official)
horse (general) residence (formal)

nag (slang) | abode (poetic)

gee-gee (baby language) | home (general)
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Fuctors such as intenation and voice-limbre - what we often refer to as
“tone of voice’ - arc also important here. The impression of politeness in
{3) can be reversed by a tone of biting sarcasm; seotence (4) can be
turned into 3 playlul remark between intimates if delivered with the
intoaation of a mild request,

Affective meaning is lurgely 8 parasitic category in the sense that to
express our emotions we rely upon the medistion of other categories of
meaning - conceplual, connotative, or stylistic. Emotional expression
through style comes about, for instance, when we adept an impolite tone
1o express displeasure {as in (4)above). or when we adopt 2 casual lone Lo
express friendliness. On the other hand, there are elements of language
(chiefly interjections, like Aha' and Yippee!) whose chiel function is o
express emadien. When we use Lhess, we communicate feclings and
attitudes without the mediation of any other kind of semantic function,

Reflected and Collocative Meaning

Two further, though less important fypes of meuning involve &n
interconnection on the lexical level of language.

Firsl, REFLECTED MEANING is the meaning which arises in cases of
multiple conceptual meaning, when ene sense of a word forms part of our
response to another sense. On heiring. in a church service, the synony-
mous expressions The Camforter and The Holy Ghast, both refernng to
the Third Person of the Trinity, 1 find my resctions to these terms con-
ditioned by the everyday non-religious meanings of comfort and ghost,
The Comforter sounds warm and “comforting (although in the religices
contexl, it means ‘the strengthener or supporter’), while The Holy Ghost
sounds wesome,

One sense of n word seems to “rub ofT” on another sense in this
way only when it has @ dominent suggestive power either through
relative frequency and familiarity (us 10 the case of The Holy Ghosr) or
through the strength of its associations. Only in poetry, which invites a
heightened sensitivity to language in all respects, do we find reflected
meaning operaling in less obviously favourable circumstances:

Are limbs, 50 drar-achieved, are sides,
Full-nerved - still warm - toa hard 10 stir?

In these lines from Furility, a poem on a dead soldier, Wilfred Owen
overtly uses the word dear in the sense “expensive(ly)’, but also alludes,
one feels in the context of the poem, 1o 1he sense “beloved’

The case where reflecied meaning inwrades through the sheer strength
of ernotive suggestion is most sirikingly illustrated by words which have

18 Semantics

Associative Meaning: a Summary Term

Reflected meaning and collocative meaning, affective meaning and
gocial meaning: all these have more in common with connotative
meaning than with conceptual meaning; they all have the same open-
ended, variable character, and lend themselves to analysis in terms of
scales or ranges, rather than in discrete either-this-or-that terms. They can
all be brought together under_the heading of ASSOCIATIVE MEANING,
and to explain communication on these levels, we need employ nothing
more sophisticated than an elementary ‘associationist” theory of mental
connections based upon contiguitics of experience. We contrast them all
with conceptual meaning, because concepiual meaning seems to require
the postulation of intricate mental structures which are specific to
language and to the human species.

Associative meaning coniains so many imponderable factors that itcan
be studied systematically only by approximative statistical techniques. In
effect, Osgood, Suci and Tannenbaur proposed a method for a partial
analysis of associative meaning when they published their ambitiously
titled book The Measuremeni of Meaning in 1957, Osgood and his co-
authors devised a technigue (involving a statistical measurement device,
the Semantic Differential) for plotting meaning in terms of a multi-
dimensional semantic space, using as data speakers’ jud gements recorded
in terms of seven-point scales. The scales are labelled by contrasting
adjective pairs, such as happy-sod, hard-safi, slow-fusi, so thal & person
tnuay, for example, record his impression of the word bagpipe on a form in
the following way:

good — it ——had

hard —— et ————— sl

passive et —— % - active
elc.

Statistically, the investigators found that particular significance seemed
to lie in three major dimensions, those of evaluation (good-bad).
potency (hard-soft), and activity (@crive-passive). 11 is clear, even from
this very brief sketch, that the method can provide no more than a
pardial and approximare account of associalive meaning: pariial because
it entails a selection from indefinitely many possible scales, which in any
case would only provide for associative meaning in so far as it is explic-
able in scalar terms; approximate because of the statistical sampling, and
because a seven-point scale constitutes a cutting-up of a continuous scale
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into seven segmenis within which no differentiation is made - a process
similar in its crudity to that of cutting up the spectrum into seven
primary colours. This is not o disparage the Semanuc Differcntial
technigue as a means of quantifying associative meaning: the lesson to be
learned is, in fact, that it is only by such relatively insensitive tools as this
that associative meaning can be systematically studicd: it does not lend
itself to determinate analyses involving yes-no choices and structures of
unigquely segmentable elements.

Another imporiant observation about the Semantic Differential is that
it has heen found useful in psychological fields such as personality studies,
‘attitude measurement’, and psychotherapy, where differences in the
reactions of individuals are under scrutiny, rather than the common core
of reactions that they share, This upholds what | said earlier in particular
reference 1o connolative meaning: that whereas conceptual meaning is
substantially part of the ‘common system’ of language shared by members
of a speech community, associative meaning is less stable, and varies with
the individual s experience.

Thematic Meaning

The final category of meaning 1 shall attempl to distinguish is
THEMATIC MEANING, or what is communicated by the way in which
a speaker or writer organizes the message, in terms of ordering, focus,
and emphasis. 1t is often felt, for example, that an active sentence such as
(1) has a different meaning from its passive equivalent (2), although in
conceptual content they seem to be the same:

‘: (1) Mrs Bessie Smith donated the first prize.
(2) The first prize was donated by Mrs Bessic Smith,

Certainly these have different communicative values in that they suggest
different contexts: the aclive sentence scems to answer an implicit
guestion “What did Mrs Bessie Smith donate™, while the passive sentence
seems lo answer animplicit question “Who was the first prize donated by™
or (more simply) “Who donated the first prize?. That is,{1), in contrast
to (2), suggests that we know who Mrs Bessie Smith is (perhaps through a
previous mention). The same truth conditions, however, apply to each:
it would be impossible 10 find a situation of which (1) was an
accurate repoart while (2) was not, or vice versa.

Thematik meaning is mainly a matier of choice between alternative
grammaiical construction, as in:

{ (3) A man is wailing in the hall,
(4) There's a man waiting in the hall.
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Qualitative Methods

wmlitative methods demonstrate a different approach to scholarly ingury than methods of

quantitative research Although the processes are similar, qualitative methods rely on text and

image data, have wnque steps in data analysis, and draw on diverse designs. rEI.‘nm:lg a methods
section for a proposal for qualitative research partly requires educating readers as fo the intent of
qualitative research, menfiomng specific designs, careflly reflecting on the role the researcher plays
n the study, drawing from an ever—expa.tu:llng list of types of data sources, using specific protocels
for recording data, analyzing the information through multiple steps of analysis, and mentioning
approaches for docimenting the acowracy—or validity—of the data collected. This chapter addresses
these important conponents of wiiting a good qualitative methods section inte a proposal. Table 9.1
presents a checklist for reviewine the qualitative methods section of ymr proposal to deternune
whether you have addressed important topics.

Table .1 A Checkiist of (uestions fior Designing a (ualiative Procedure

= the basic Chamoiansnes of qUIImE sudes: Cemoned”
s the speciic fype of qua IEatme desEm i be used mthe stady menfoned” the: story of, 3 defmmiom of and
A0 fﬂ'ﬂmﬂmm
Dioes fhe reader Ffl AN MOSCtANAnE of the Tesearcher s role o the shady (past Mstorical social, culnzal
experience:. personal CoMmections fo s4es and peopls, steps I ZAMInE ey, and sensitve sthical Esuss) and how

they may shape iierpretations made m the soady”
I |.-|11 ANpME saiegy for spes and ninAnk pented’
| NAre the specmic fome of data colecion mentoned and a @iKnak sven for ther use”

hm;hmmmm&mmm@tﬂsm&]’
— 2 e dare AmbsE step: GeEEd]
[ = ther= enaience thot the researcher has orparered fe daia o amabss”
| [Has the researcher reviewed the data generally to obtain a sense of the mformaton”
| JHas the researcher codad the data”
| NHavwe the codes been developed 1o form a description and'or to menmty themes™
— JAr= the fhemes memeRted 1o Show A FESeT EVEL OF AMAREE ANA ADSTAChoD,
| WAre the ways that the data wil be represented mentionsd—such as n tables, graphs, and fimes?

ve the bases hﬂmﬁgdﬂmhstt&nmadfadtpmmﬂupﬂﬂm;ﬂ!mm.am
hzenda)?

Has the researcher menhoned the outcome of the shily (developed a theory, provaled 3 Compie pCTUre of
themes)?

Have muiipie saregies been cied for vABAsinE the AT

Data Collection Proce dures

Comments about the role of the researcher set the stage for discussion of issues involved in
collecting data. The data collection steps mclude setfing the boimdaries for the smdy. oo]lechng
information firough mmstructured or semi structured observations and interviews, decuments. and
visual materials, as well as establishing the protocel for recording information.

* Tdentify the prrposefully selected sites or individuals for the proposed study. The idea belind
qualitative research 1s to purposefully select parbicipants or sites (or documents or visual material)
that will best help the researcher umderstand the problem and the research question This does mot
necessarily suggest random sanpling or selection of a large muuber of participants and sites, as
typically found in quantitative research A discussion about participants and site might include four
aspects idenfified by Miles and Huberman (1994): (a} the setting (i.e., where the research will take
place), (b) the actors (i.e., who will be observed or inferviewed), (c) the events (1.e., what the actors
will be observed or inferviewed doing), and (d) the process (ie. the evolving matwe of events
indertaken by the actors within the setting).

= A related topic would be the mmober of sites and participants to be imvolved inyour study. Aside
from the small munber that characterizes qualitative research, how mamy sites and participants should
vou have? First of all, there is no specific answer to this question; althowsh I have taken the position
{Creswell, 2013) that sample size depends on the qualitative design being used (e.g, etlmography.
case study). From nry review of many qualitative research studies I have found narrative research to
include one or two individuals; phemnrmlag]r to typically range from fhree to ten; grounded theory,
twenty to thirty; ethnograply to examine one single cultre-shanng group with mmmerous artifacts.
interviews, and observations; and case studies o include about four to five cases. This is certainly
one approach to the sample size issue. Another approach is equally viable. The idea of saturation
comes from groumded theory. Charmmz (2006) said that you stop collecting data when the categories
{or themes) are saturated: when gathenng fresh data no longer sparks pew msights or reveals new
properties.

= Indicate the fype or types of dafa to be collected. In many qualitative studies, inguirers collect
nmidtiple forme of data and spend a considerable time in the natural setting gathening information. The
collection procedures in qualitative research imwolve fonr basic types and their strengths and
limitations, as shown in Table @ 2.

o A qualitative observation is when the researcher takes field motes on the behavior and
activities of mdrviduals at the research site. In these field notes, the researcher records, in an
mstctured or semustructured way (using some prior queshons that the ingqurer wants o know),
activities at the research site. Qualitative observers may alse engage in roles varying from a
nonparticipant to a conmplete participant. Typically these observations are open-ended in that the
researchers ask general questions of the participants allowing the participants to freely provide
their views.

= Inqualitative interviews, the researcher conducts face-to-face inferviews with participants,
telephone inferviews, o engages in focus gowp inferviews with six to eight interviewees In
each group. These inferviews involve wstructmed and generally open-ended questions that are




Interpreting the Meaning of
Themes/ Descriptions

I

Interrelating Themes/Description
(e.3., grounded theary, case study}

I

Themeas Description

e

Coding the Data
(hamnd or computer)

I

Reading Through Al Data

T

Organizing and Preparing
Diata for Analysis

I

Raw Data (franscripts,
fiekdnotes, images, ate.)

Validating the

Accuracy of the
Informaticn

Step 1. Orgamze and prepare the data for analysis. This involves franscribing interviews, optically
scanmng maternial, typing wp field notes, catalogung all of the visval matenal, and sorting and
arranging the data into different types depending on the sources of informafion

Step 2. Read or lock at all the data. This first step provides a general sense of the information and
an opportmty to reflect on its overall meamng What general ideas are participants saying? What is
the tome of the ideas? What is the impression of the overall depth credibility, and wse of the
infornmtion? Sometimes qualitative researchers write notes in nmargins of transeripts or observational
field notes, or start recording general thoughts about the data at this stage. For visual data, a
sketchbook of ideas can begin to take shape.

Step 3. Start coding all of the data. Coding is the process of orgamizing the data by bracketing
chimks (or text or image segments) and writing a word represemting a cafegory in the DETZNS
(Fossman & Rallis, 2012). It imvolves tal-:mg text data or pichwes gathered during data collechon
segmenting semtences (or paragraphs) or images imto categomnes, and labeling those categories with a
term cften a term based in the actual laneuage of the participant (called an in vive term). As shown in
Table 9.4, Tesch (1990} provided the eight steps typically used in forming codes.

brief definition of it, a fill definition of it, information about when to use the code and when not to 1se
it, and an exanple of a quote illustrating the code. This codebock can evolve and change during a
study based on close analysis of the data when the researcher 15 not starting from an emerging code
perspective. For researchers who have a distinct theory they want to test in their projects, I would
recommend that a preliminary codebook be developed for coding the data and pernut the codebook to
develop and change based on the information leamed during the data analysis.

Step 4. Use the coding process to generate a description of the setting or people as well as
categories of themes for amalysis. Descriprion imvolves a detailed rendenng of information about

people, places, or events in a setting. Researchers can generate codes for this description This
amalysis 15 usefil in desigming detailed descriptions for case stodies, eftmographies, and namative
research projects. Use the coding as well for generating 2 somall muber of themes or categones—
perhaps five to seven themes for a research study. These themes are the ones that appear as major
findings inqualitative studies and are often used as headings in the findings sections {or in the
findings section of a dissertation or thesis) of studies. They should display mmltiple perspectives from
individuals and be supported by diverse quotations and specific evidence.

Beyond 1dentifying the themes dunine the coding process, qualitative researchers can do nmch with
themes to buld additional layers of complex analysis. For example, researchers infercomect themes
mto a story line (as in nmratn.es) or develop them info a theoretical model (as in grounded theory).
Themes are amalyzed for each individual case and across different cases (as in case studies) or
shaped info a general description (as in phenomenclogy). Sophisticated qualitative studies go beyond
description and theme idenfification and form conplex theme comections.

Step 3. Advance how the description and themes will be represented in the qualitative narrative.
The most popular appreach is fo use a narrative passage fo comvey the findings of the analysis. This
might be a discussion that mentions a chronology of events, the detailed discussion of several themes
{complete with subthemes, specific illustrations, omltiple perspectives from individuals, and
quotations) or a discussion with infercommecting themes. Many qualitative researchers also use
visuals, figures, or tables as adjumcts to the discussions. They present a process model (as in
groumded theory), advance a drawing of the specific research site (as in ethmography), or comvey
descriptive information about each parficipant in a table (as in case studies and eflmopraphies).

Step 6. A final step in data analysis involves mmking an interpretation in qualitative research of
the findings or results. Asking, “What were the lessons leamed?” captures the essence of this 1dea
{Lincoln & Guba, 1985). These lessons could be the researcher’s personal inferpretation, couched i
the inderstanding that the inquirer brings to the study flom a persomal cultwe, history, and
experiences. It could alse be a meaning derived from a conparisen of the findings with information
gleaned from the literature or theories. In fhis way, authors suggest that the findings confirm past
information or diverge from it It can also suggest new questions that need to be asked—questions
raised by the data and analysis that the inquirer had not foreseen earlier in the study. Ethnographers
can end a study, Wolcott (1994) said, by stating firther questions. The questioning appmach iz also
used in transformative approaches to qualitative research Moreover, when qualitative researchers
use a theeretical lens, they can form interpretations that call for action agendas for reform and change.
Fesearchers might descnibe how the narrative outcome will be compared with theories and the
general literature on the topic. In many qualitative articles, researchers also discuss the literature af



NEW AGE

Research
Methodology

Methods and Techniques
(SECOND REVISED EDITION)

C.R. Kothari

@ NEW AGE INTERNATIONAL PUBLISHERS

Copyright © 2004, 1990, 1985, New A ge Inernational (P) Ltd., Publishers
Published by New Age International (P) Ltd., Publishers

All rights reserved.

No part of this ebook may be mproduced in any form, by photostat, microfilm,
xerography, or any other means. or incorporated into any information retrieval
system, electronic or mechanical, without the written permission of the publisher.
All inguiries should be emailed 10 rights@newagepublishers.com

ISBN (13) : 978-81-224-2488-1

PUBLISHING FOR ONEWORLD

NEW AGE INTERNATIONAL (P) LIMITED, PUBLISHERS
4835724, Ansari Road. Daryaganj, New Delhi- 110002

Visitus at www.new age publishers.com



Methods of Data Collection

The task of data collection begins after a research problem has been defined and rsearch designd
plan chalked out. While deciding about the method of data collection to be used for the study, the
researcher should keep in mind two ty pes of data viz., primary and secondary. The primary dira ane
those which are collected afresh and for the first time, and thus happen to be original in character.
The secondary dara, on the other hand, are those which have already been collected by someone
else and which have already been passed through the statistical process. The researcher would have
to decide which sort of data he would be using {thus collecting) for his study and accordingly he will
have to select one or the other method of data collection. The methods of collecting primary and
secondary data differ since primary data are to be originally collected, while in case of secondary
data the nature of data collection work is merely that of compilation. We describe the different
methods of data collection, with the pros and cons of each method.

COLLECTION OF PRIMARY DATA

We collect primary data during the course of doing experiments in an experimental research but in
case we do research of the descriptive type and perform surveys, whether sample surveys or census
surveys, thenwe can obtain primary dataeither through observation or through direct communication
with respondents in one form or another or through personal inerviews.” This, in other words, means

*An experiment refers i an investigation in which a factor or varisble under test is isolated and its effect(s) measmed.
In an experiment the investigator measunes the effects of an experiment which be conducts inentionally. Survey nefers o
the method of securing information concering 2 phenomena under study from all ar 2 selected number of respondents of
the concerned umiverse. In a survey, the imve stigainrexamines thos phenomena which existin the universe indepe ndent of
his action. The differ: nce betwesn 2n experiment 2nd a survey can be depicied as under:

[ Espereer |
T can be studied through l delomine
Possibie relalionships bakwean the data and the unknowns In the unkerse

Economic | Peychological | omes
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COLLECTION OF SECOMNDARY DATA

Secondary data means data that are already available i.e., they efer to the data which have aleady
been collected and analysed by someone clﬂ:.|WI1m the msearcher utilises secondary data, then he
has to look into various sources from where he can obtain them. In this case he is certainly not
confronted with the problems that are usually associated with the collection of original data. Secondary
data may either be published data or unpublished data. Usually published data are available in: (a)
wvarious publications of the central, state ar: local governments; (b various publications of foreign
govemnments or of international bodies and their subsidiary organisations; (c) technical and trade
journals; (d) books, magarines and newspapers; () reports and publications of various associations
connected with business and industry, banks, stock exchanges, etc.; (f) reports prepared by research
scholars, universities. economists, etc. in different fields; and (g) public reconds and statistics, historical
documents, and other sources of published information. The sources of unpublished data are many;
they may be found in diaries, letters, unpublished biographies and autobiographies and also may be
available with scholars and research workers, trade associations, labour bureaus and other public/
private individuals and organizations.

Researcher must be very camful in using secondary data. He must make a minute scrutiny
because it is just possible that the secondary data may be unsuitable or may be inadeguate in the
context of the problem which the msearcher wants to study. In this connection Dr. A L. Bowley
wery aptly observes that it is never safe to take published statistics at their face value without knowing
their meaning and limitations and it is always necessary to criticise arguments that can be based on
them.

By way of caution, the researcher, before using secondary data, must see that they possess
following characteristics:

I. Reliability of data: The reliability can be tested by finding out such things about the said data:
(a) Who collected the data? (b) What were the sources of data? {c) Were they collected by using
methods (d) At what time were they collectedNe) Was there any bias of the compiler?
(t) What level of accuracy was desired? Was it achieved 7
2. Suitability of data: The data that are suitable for one enquiry may not necessarily be found
suitable in another enquiry. Hence, if the available data are found to be unsuitable, they should not be
used by the researcher. In this context, the researcher must very carefully scrutinise the definition of
wvarious erms and units of collection used at the time of collecting the data from the primary source
originally. Similarly, the object, scope and nature of the original enguiry must also be studied. If the
researcher finds differences in these, the data will remain unsuitable for the present enguiry and
should not be used.
3, Adequacy of data: If the level of accuracy achieved in data is found inadequate for the purpose
of the present enqguiry, they will be considered as inadequate and should not be used by the rescarcher.
The data will also be considersd inadequate, if they are melated to an area which may be either
narrower or wider than the area of the present enguiny.

From all this we can say that it is very risky to use the already available data. The already
available data should be used by the msearcher only when he finds them reliable, suitable and
adequate. But he should not blindly discard the use of such data if they are readily available from
authentic sources and are also suitable and adequate for in that case it will not be economical to
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the interviewer in a structured interview follows a rigid procedure laid down, asking questions im a
form and order prescribed. As agaimst it, the mestnicmned inferviess are characterised by a flexibility
of approach o guestioning. Unstnuctured interviews do mot follow a sysiem of pre-determined
questions and standardised technigques of recording information. In 2 non-structured inerview, the
imerviewer i allowed much greater freedom to ask, in case of need. supplementary questions or at
times he may omii cerain questions if the siiuation so regoires. He may even change the sequence
of questions. He has relatively greater freedom while recarding the responses. to include some aspects
and exchude others. But this somt of fexibility results in lack of comparability of one interview with
another and the analysis of unstmctured responses becomes much more difficalt and time -consaming:
than that of the struciured responses obiained in case of stroctured mierviews. Unstroctored inberviesws
alzo demand deep knowledpe and greater skill on the pan of the imterviewer, Unstructured imierview,
however, happens o be the central technique of collecting information in case of explombory ar
formulative research siudies. But in case of descriptive studies, we guite ofien use the technigue of
structured imierview becawse of its being more economical, providing a safe basis for generlisation
and requiring refatively lesser skill on the part of the: mierviewer.

We: may as well ialk about focwesed interview, clinical inderview and the non-directive inderview.
Focussed interview is meant 1o focus attention on the given experience of the respondent and its
effects. Under it the interviewer has the freedom o decide the manmer and sequenoe in which the
questions would be asked and hos ko the freedam to explare reasons and maotives. The main sk of
the interviewer in case of a fooussed interview is io confinge the respondent to a discussion of sswes
with which he secks conversance. Such interviews are used generally in the development of
hypotheses and constiboie a magor tvpe of unstructured interviews. The cifaioad fatenview is concemied
with broad umderlying feelings or mativations or with the course of individual s life experience. The
method of eliciting mformation under it i generally lefi to the mierviewer's disoretion. In case of
nen-directive inferview, the imerviewer's function is simply to encourage the respondent to talk
abomt the given topic with a hare minimem of direct questioning. The interviewer often acts as a
catalyst to o comprehensive expression of the respondents” feelings and beliefs and of the frame af
reference within which such feelings and beliefs take on personal significance.

Deespile the variations in imerviewechniques, the major advaniages and weaknesses of persomal
inierviews can be enumeraied i a general way. The chief menis of the interview method are o
Fial bevrs=

izl Mone information and that foo in greater depth can be obtained

(i) Interviewer by his own skill can owercome the resistance. if any, of the respondents; the
interview method cam be made ta yield an almost perfect sample of the peneral population.

(i} There is greater flexibility under this method as the opp ity i | =
always there, specially in case of unstnectored interviews.
i} Observation method can as welll be applied o recording verbal 0 van Juestinns

v} Personal information can as well be obined easily under this method.
{vi} Samples can be contralled more effectively & there arises mo difficulty of the missing
returns; pon-response generally remains very low.
i{vill) The imterviewer can usnally comtrol which personds) will answer the questions. This is not
possible in mailed questionnaire approach. If so desired, growp discusssons may akso be
held.
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1.3

Explanation—Theories of discourse

language, have wesght, and <hould not be ridiculed or dismissed out of
hand, a3 has become rather fashionable in some language teaching circles.
There are types of language use which demand the ability to formulate
grammarical, correctly bounded sentences, and being able to exploit the
formal sentence grammar is one of the most important elements in being
able to communicate in a language. Yet if we are going to approach
language as isolated aruficially constructed  sentences, even 1f only
occasionally and for limited purposes, we do need to make a case for this,
and not just do it because that is the tradition; in the mother tongue
dassroom, for the foreign language leamner, or in linguistics. We should
Wlso recognize that there s more [0 producing and understanding
]!maningful language—to unicating—than knowing how to make or
cognize correct sentences. A person who could do only that, and did so
without any other considerations, would be, as the suciolinguist Dell
Hymes (1571 [1972:277])) has said, ‘likely to be instirutionalised’ for
saying all kinds of mappropriate, irrelevant, and uninteresting things.
Being a communicator, having what Hymes calls communicative compe-
tence, involves much more,

» TASK2

Some of the following are invented examples, for language reaching
or grammatical analysis, and some are picces of language which
were actually used to communicate. Is there any way of telling which
is which? Can you think of situations where these pieces of language
might actually have been used?

1 John considers the analyst a lunatic.

2 Which of you people is the fish?

3 Please don't throw me on the floor!

4 Cross since 1846,

5 | wish someone had told me he was vegerarian: | could have made
an omelette.

6 Chickcnandvcgetablc...hot...mediumhot...erria:
pilao nce, er two poppadums and a . .. what's a bhindi bhayi?

Discourse and the sentence

We hape, then, two different kinds of language as porential objects for
study:onc abstracted n order to teach  language ot literacy, or 1o study
how the rules of language work, and Fhother which has been used to
communicate something and is felt to be coherent {and may, or may not,
happen to correspond to  correct sentence or series of correct sentences).
This latter kind of language— in uge, for _communication—is
called discourse; and the search for what gives discourse coherence is
discourse analysis. It is important 1o notice that the distinction between
these two kinds of language (the artificially constructed and the communi-
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1 Basic ideas in semantics

UNIT 1 ABOUT SEMANTICS

DEFIMICN SEMANTICS b the sindy of MEANING In LANGUAGE

Comment The rest of this book can be regarded as an example of how one goes about
inwestigating and understanding semantics. It may seem to you that meaning
is 50 vague, insubstantial, and elosive that it is impossible to come to any
clear, concrete, or tangible condusions aboat it We hope to convince yoa
that by careful thought about the language you speak and the way It 1s used,
definite conclasions CAM be arrived at concerning meaning. In the first
exercise below, we ask you to start to get yourself into the habit of carefol
thinking about your language and the way you use it, concentrating,
naturally, on instances of such words as mean, means, and meaning.

Practice Reproduced below is 2 well-known passage from Lewis Carroll’s Through the
Looking Class. Pick out all the instances of the word mean (or means, o
meant], noting which lines they ocour in. (Some line numbers are given in
the margin for comvendence.) After the passage there are some questions for
FOU b ANSWEL

1% . . that shows that there are three handred and sixty-four days
when you might get un-birthday presents.
“Certainly, said Alice.
“and only one for birthday presents, you know. There's ghory for
5 your'
“I dom't know what you mean by “glory,” " Alice said.
Humpty Dumpty smiled contemptuously. S0 course you don't —
il § tell yow. I meant “there’s 2 nice knockdown argument for you™"
“But “glory™ doesn’t mean ‘2 nice knockdown argument, Alice
10 obpected.
“when 1 use 2 word, Humpty Dumpty said in rather 2 scomiful
tone, ‘it means just what [ choose it to mean — neither mose nor bess”
“The question s, said Alice, ‘whether you can make words mean
50 many different things"
15*The question &, s2id Humpty Dumpty, ‘which & to be master —
that’s all’
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Introduction: linguistic forms and
functions

1.1 The functions of language

The analysiz of discourse is, necessarily, the analysis of

lamguage in use, As such, it cannot be restricted to the description
of linguistic forms independent of the purposes or functions which
ﬂn:ae forma are designed to serve in buman affairs. While some
ay concentrate on determming the formal prop

hmcunnal ap'pmw:h 15 less well documented, Attempts to provide

: even a generzl set of labels for the principal functions of language

have resulted in vague, and often confusing, termimology. We will
adopt only two terms to describe the major functions of language

b and emyphasige that this division & an analvtic convenience, It

would be unbkely that, on any eccasion, a natural language

utterance would be used to fulfil only one function, to the total

exclusion of the other, That function which language serves in the

expression of ‘content’ we will describe as transactional, and that
- function involved in expressing social relations and personal atri-

tudes we will describe as interactional. Our distinction, “trans-
actional [ interactional’, stands in general correspomdence Lo the
functional dichotomies — ‘representative | expressive’, found in
Bahler (1934), “referential | emotive’ {Jakobeon, 1960), "ideational /

3 interpersonal” (Halliday, 1g70b) and ‘descriptive { social-enpressive’

(Lyons, 1977).

1.1 The transactional wiew
Linguiste and linguistic philosophers tend to adopt a
limited approach to the functions of language in society. While they

T

L

Refierence o rext ond dircourse
In the following example, we must assanes that ‘31" is an ‘act of

vandalism’ which ghould be reparted:
il ETOP BUS VANDALS
by repurimg of ak onoe
tn the driver or conducbor

(ign displayed in Edinburgh busss)
Any sdequate model of discourse description must be shle w
secommodate the varicus connections which do exist in texts {r7),
(1B} and {rgh. The ‘cohesivn’ model doss nos. It is, however, snly
h.ubnpumtwtﬂtml-lﬂlldﬂkﬂmmmtnmnﬂmdm
prodises & description which aeeounts far how texts are understond.
They are, rather, comcerned to ine the lisgus
available 1o the speaker ¢ wrster 1@ mark n:l'hmwz relatinoships.
Their examination of thess linguistic rescurees w3 rich, interesting
aral irsighafial. Tt is important, however, that the discoarse analys
ahisald be clear just what it & that Halliday & Hasar are doing and
ahould net assume that the account of textual relations produced as
o post ke amalvale of the stroctare of o completed test should
necessarily be revealing abowt how a processor workieg ‘on-line' s
the diacourss umbolds experiences thar diseovarss,

paying particular attention to proncuns, in section 6.3, Tn the
traditional approach, the term ‘reference’ @ used, together with

‘wense’, to discuss lexical . The measing of & lexical item,
such an ehvchen, is partially determined by its sense, that is, the
compoment  properises of Canimate’, ‘festhered”, ete., and also
determiied by its reference, that b, the set of objects in the woekd
to wﬁllﬂl'ﬂrtmrm'be carrectly applied, Lyons {1977: ch.

= provides a detsiled avesunt of the backgrousd and issues
imvalved ism tha distinction and suggens that the term ‘reference” s
better replaced by the teren 'd ion' in comsiderations of bexical
meaning. We ahall follow his practics and sy that, in discussions of

w4

|
|
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Linguistics

chapter 1

1.1  Introduction

Semantics is the study of meaning communicated through language | This
book is an introduction to the theory and practice of semantics in modern
linguistics. Although this is not an ntroduction to any single theory, we
begin with & basic asumption: that & person’s linguistic abilities are hased
on knowledge that they have. It is this kmowledge that we are seeking to
imvestigate. One of the insights of modern linguistics is that speakers of a
language have different types of linguistic knowledge, including how o
pronounce words, how to construct sentences, and sbout the meaning of
mdividual words and sentences. To reflect this, linguistic description has
different levels of analyzsis. S50 phonology is the study of what sounds a
language has and how these sounds combine to form words; syntax is the
study of how words can be combined into sentences; and semantics is the
study of the mesnings of words and sentences.

The division into levels of analysis seems to make sense intuitively: if you
are learning & foreign language you might learn & word from a book, know
what it mesns, but not know how to pronounce it. Or you might hear a
word, pronounce it perfectly, but not know what it means. Then again, you
might know the pronunciation and mesning of, say, 8 noun, but not know
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setiap kejadian yang hangat menarik dan berguna untuk
disiarkan? Sebagai contoh, Anda terjatuh dan mengalami luka-luka.
Ini sebuah kejadian. Apakah kejadian ini menarik dan berguna
bagi pemirsa jika disiarkan? Tentu tidak! Kejadian ini hanya
menarik perhatian dan berguna bagi keluarga, rekan atau pacar
anda. Jadi, batasan berita dalam KBBI belumlah sempurna.

Charles Dana (1996) dalam buku “Broadcast Journalism Techniques
of Radio and TV News" mengemukakan, “When @ dog bites a man,
that is not newws, but wher a man bites a dog, that is news”, Artinya,
ketika anjing mengigit manusia itu bukanlah berita, tetapi ketika
manusia mengigit anjing, itu baru berita. Kalau definisi berita ini
dicerna secara mentah-mentah, maka kita akan keliru mengartikan
sebuah berita. Bagaimana tidak? Bagaimana kalau yang digigit
anjing itu orang terkenal. Misalnya, seorang presiden. Tentu itu
adalah berita yang layak disiarkan. Dalam definisi ini Charles
Dana mungkin memberikan batasan berita secara filosofis, bahwa
segala sesuatu yang di luar kebiasaan atau sesuatu yang unik
adalah berita. Untuk apa manusia menggigit anjing? Perilaku ini
tentu sesuatu vang aneh bagi orang normal.

Freda Morris dalam buku yang sama mengemukakan, “News
is immediate, the important, the things that have impact on our
lives”. Artinya, berita adalah sesuatu yang baru, penting yang
dapat memberikan dampak dalam kehidupan manusia. Dari
definisi ini, ada tiga unsur pada sebuah berita yakni baru, penting
dan berguna bagi manusia. Definisi berita ini semakin memperluas
khasanah kita tentang berita, Berita tidak hanya sekadar
mengandung sesuatu yang aneh, tetapi juga baru, penting dan
berguna bagi pemirsa. Sudah memadaikah unsur-unsur berita
tersebut? Tentu belum.

Eric C. Hepwood (1996) mengemukakan, berita adalah laporan
pertama dari kejadian yang penting sehingga dapat menarik
perhatian umum, Definisi ini mengungkapkan tiga unsur berita
yakni aktual, penting dan menarik. Persoalannya adalah, apakah
berita hanya bersumber pada sebuah kejadian? Bagaimana
dengan pernyataan manusia mengenai masalah-masalah aktual?

Ban T Apacast Boarra TV It
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Grammatical cobesion is rescarch Sar analyzes bow cach word, phrase. or semence s
connected in @ text The rescarcher conducted this study 1o identify the types of grammancal
cohestom and koow how these types work i sews texts. Rescarchers chose 0 use Wquatinsive:
v aduc The data source i this stady is an onlise news text
pobliched o Wednesday, 19 October 2022, by The Jukana Post catitled "Russia Bombs Cisies
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wied the theory of grammancal cobesion developed by Cuming (2002). After comducting the
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Disoowrse & | in o ing thoegh l.ndﬂ:ns!‘enpleuﬂ.dlhcwuddmmmmlmmkﬁ:dus
theough sreiches of language Inn:\l'd.:l'm-|.|.m‘l:|:|'|.-|clll.ng,I it must &chi hesion. The parpose of

this paper & i define and describe the cohesive devices hased on the work of Halliday aad Hesan (197%6). I also
aims s empbasize the necessity of usisg these devices by analyzing 2 Michigan Esglich | A

Hattery {MELAR) sample examination of & siudent's essay writing. The studemt's WTILHE shows clear evidence
of cobesion omd demonsirates the use of grommatical mnd lexical devices. It & noticed thai the maosi grammatical
devices used are reference and conpenciion. On the commry, there & litke evidence of using lexical devices.
Although the essay is somewhat cobesive, some mreas still nesd improvement.

Keywards: cobesive devices, gramamatical and levical deviees, eohesion, stadent’s writing

1. Introsd metion

English is considered the rm:hwinr&emljaiynﬁ}tpnpuhdnnidecmuﬂriumdkmnd

language for others. Hemee, English is b the | af icatiem globally. Ci
ullnm:I-gngeuur:nnﬂ:ciwrlhuﬂnﬁumd|n|umduﬂudwhxnﬁ:ﬂmu}1u.gmmmqIn
other words, language could be undersiood differemily depending om the sibsation and comiext in which the

diseourse occurs. Discowrse, then, nmymammpmm verhal and nonverbal
elemenis thai sre meaningfial
AnEnanmuspﬂhtmmﬂyﬂ:mf)’ hether o set of sent e daied or form & unified whole.
The unity b d the wse of cobesive devices. This paper sms o define
mddumbelhﬁecnhﬂudﬁmh&aded&ymdﬂm‘suwmwurt It aleo mims to emphesie the
necessity of using eohesive devices in writien discowrse by ssalyzing & Michigan English Lanpeage A
Haitery {MELAB) sample examination of o student’s essay writng
2. The Concept of { obeshaa
2.1 Tewy and Texmore

In lmgpatsiics, oy spoken or wriiten discourse dat forms o unifisd whole is refemed to 5 o e A e s ot o
gramunaies] wm, e miher & semamtic unit of logeage, Lo & unit of meaning, not of form. Texure &5 wha
provides the text with unity and distingaishes it from 2 nom-iext. Thesefore, @ is the cohesive relation that exisis
between wnits of @ e
22 Cohesion
Cohesion is the semantic relstion between one element and another in & text (Hallidey & Hosan, 1974). A text is
cohesive when the elements are tied together and considersd meaningfial 1o the reader. Cohision oeoars when the
mverpreistion of ome fem depends om the other, ie. one tem presupposes the other (Halliday & Hesan, 1978).
For imstance: in the Following text

Anwy went 40 the party. Shie sat with Sarx
The mserpreiation of the ibem siw depends on the lexical tem Awy. Therefore, the iext & considesed cobesive
becmse we cannot understand the meaning of she enless dny exisis im the te.
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14 Meaning in langLage

1.6.2.5 Systermaticity and structure; possibility of formalization
All semanticians are to some extent looking for regularities and system in the
way meanings behave, as this leads to maximally economical descriptions. The
moat dedicated to this aspect of semantics are those who attempt to model
the semantic belkaviour of natral language expressions by means of a strict
logical or guasi-mathematical formalism. This route will not be followed in
this book.

1.6.2.6 Mew meanings from old
A striking feature of linguistic expressions is their semantic Aexibility: beyond
their mormal contextual variability, they can be bent o semantic ends far
remioved from thelr comventional value, witness She swallowed it hook, line and
simker or Yo'l find her in the tetephone book. The study of such extensions of
meaning is wn important sk for semantics

1.6.2.7 Role(s) of context

It is wsually assumed that linguistic expressions can be assigned some sort of
context-independent semantic valwe, although there is much disagrecoment
regarding exactly what this is. There is also general agreement that context is
of vital importance in arriving at the meaning of an utterance. The role of
context ranges from disambiguating ambiguous expressions as in We just gor
to the bank irn fime, through identification of referents (who is he, where is
there, in time for what, in He didh’t ger there i rime), 1o working out *between
ithe lines” messapes like B's ignorance of the whereabouts of the corkserew in:

(5} A: Where's the corkscrea?
B; 195 gither in the top drawer in the kitchen, or it fallen behind the
piano,

1.6.3 The approach adopted in this book

W are nol yel in a position (o rule ool any approaches which yield insights,
even if some such approaches appear &t first sight incompatible. This book
therefore takes an ecumenical position on many issues. In 5o far as there s a
thecretical bias, it is towards the cognitive semantic position. This means, in
particular, that the meaning of a linguistic expression is taken to arise from the
fact that the latter gives access to a particular concepiual content. This may be
of indeterminate extent: no distinction is made between linguistic meaning
and encyclopaedic knowledge.

Since this book is not intended to propound a body of theory, but to
acquaint non-specialisis with the range of semantic phenomena in language,
there is a bias towards descriptive coverage at the expense of theorstical
Tigour.
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1 Studying meaning

Orverview

This is a hook shour how English enables people who know the language
e convey mesnings Semsnrics and pragmatics are the rwo main
branches of the linguistic study of meaning. Both are named in che dtle
of the book snd they are going m he mmoduced here

ics i cnncerned with the
use of these wals in meaningful communication. Pragmatcs is aboas the
interaction of semantic knowledge with our knowledge of the world,

taking into accoune congexes of wse.

In thie index ar che back of the book, bodd printed pape numbers indi-
cate places where technical terms, such as semantics and pragmatics
in the paragraph ahove, are expluined. The poant is to signal sach
explanarions and o make it fairdy exsy to find chem lacer, should yvou
WRNE £

Exsmpde [1.1] is going to be used i an inital illusraen of the differ-
ence berwesn semantics and pragmarics, and o introduce some maore
terms needed for describing and discassing meanings
[1.1] Hald owr voar arm. That's i

Languaage is for communicating shout the world owrside of language.
English language expresssons like are and powrarw and Sold sor are linked
o things, activioes and 50 on. A general-purpase rechnical term that will
appesr fairly offen in the book is denote. lo labels the connecrions
herween mesninghal items of linguage and sspeors of the workd — real
or imagined — thar language users mlk and wrive ahour. Hald owr jear arm

i
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many of these phesomena should be secounted for e part of the stue-
ture of pyalisn-dentisees, Here we are concerned o gmphasize that the
gramesatical and semantic coherence of tewt-sentences and text-frag-
merils withis @ texl is but e aspest of the glebal problem of mnbestual
spproprirtenees; and that it cannot be handled withowt mking ints
wooount sinstional fecmrs end che ponlinguiscic feaures of weanos
e their co-frxt

semanticn will nesd 6 be baked upon, or inelude, 4 theory of eonteabul
pppropristeness It i= arguable, howeer, that, at the present tme wt
lewst, the comstruction of such a comprehersive theory of leguiseie
semandics is oo ambstious 8 taak. These ane varios ways in which we
cam et ahowt corstructing @ partial theory of linguistic s=manrics, or a
st of partial theories, cach of whech will ahstzset feom, o take for
granted, facts which other theories try to sysbematize and explain. Cne
woch partisl thesey, whech might be appropriately deseribed a5 & thesey
of microlinguistic sermantics, would be mestricted W the amalyss of the
meanang of medmally decostexpaalized system-sentences. It would b
comcrrnid with the semse and referenie of hnpoistic mpmssione, with
the range of semictic functions [or speech-acts: of. vho]) that can ke
performed by the ulterases of particalir sets of sestences, with 1B
implications and presuppositions which keld between the propositions
cuprresgasd by senbences [msseming that cthe sentences are utered under
certain stardard conditises] and with the validation of thess proposi-
tiore in perms of trutheconditions holding im somwe potual oF poasible
world, Tt would not b conommed, excgt incdentally aml minimally,
with sociosoaburally determined variation, with textual coherence or
with the cther mpects of comexpmlizaion mentned in this section.
Much of the recest work in the formal analyeie of meaning in language
falla within the smpe of micolinguisie semaslcs o owe bave just
defimed this field. Provided that it ie approciabed that the distinction of
micrelinguists=s from sociolinguistics or stylistics & & purcly methode-
Ingical distinction, boased upan the linguist's ropularzation, standardiza-
Loy e deporiertoalization of witeranoes, there is much sdvantge o
be gained from B deliberate pegleal in merdimpsrdic smantica of
contzwiuel ppropristeness. Within the restricted framework of micro-
linguisti: memantics, we cn give & satislsctory semunt of the sense of
most |exemes in the vocabularies of languages and, no lees important,
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I

INTRODUCTION

SEMANTICS 15 the technical term used to refer o the stwdy of
meaning. Unfortunately, ‘meaning’ covers a variety of aspects
of language, and there is no wvery general agreement either
about what meaning is or about the way in which it should be
described. 1 shall try 1o indicate both what 1wpics are mcladed
in semantics and some of the ways in which they have been,
or can be, handled, But becagse of the nature of the subject and
the wariety of views about It, T cannot hope 1w do more, in this
littc boak, than to provide an inroductory survey.

1.1 The terms semantics and meaning

The reem semaentics 5 a recent addition to the English language.
(For a detniled pccount of its history see Read 1048, Although
there is one ocourrence of semantich in the phrase remantick
philorophy 1o mean “divination” in the seventeenth century,
semantics does not oocur undl it was ntroduced in a paper
read to the American Philological Association in 1854 entitled
‘Reflected meanings: a point in semantics”, The French resm
sémantigue had been coined from che Greek in the previous
year by M. Bréal. In bath cases the term was not used simply
to refer fo meaning, but to its development - with what we
ghall Laver call “historical semantics”. In Igoo, howevear, there
appeared Bréal's book Semamiics: studies i the selence of
meaning; the French original had appeared three years earier.
This is a superh little book, now sadly neglectad but well warth
reading. It is one of the earliest books on linguistics as we
understand it roday, in thar, first, it freated semantics as the
‘science’ of meaning, and secondly, that it was not primarily
concerned with the historical change of meaning (ses 1.4
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THE STUDY OF MEAMNING

names of people and places. as well as what we might think of ax
ordinary words. The productive vocabulary grows rapidly in early
childhood, and for most people changes somewhal throughowt life.

And what knowledge does one have thal makes one capable
aof using the vocabulary, productively and receptlively? We have Lo
know how o combine the vocabulary items into wllerances that
will carry meanings for others and we have to grasp the meanings
of complex ulierances that others produce. With this goes the knowledge
of how o promounce words and wilerances and how to recognize
the pronunciation of words and ulterances produced by others. 5o,
for every word that speakers know, for production or recognition,
they must know the pronunciation, how it fits inte various oiterances,
and whal il means.

Because we acguire our native language so early in life. oor
knowledge is mostly implicil. The linguist’s task is to explicale this
implicit kmowledge. To describe a lamguage the linguist wriles a grammar.
As Chomsky and Halle { 1968: 1) put it, we use the lerm grammar bo
mean twe things: the implicil knowledge that a speaker has and the
explicit description and explanation of it by the linguist.

This whole book is aboul semantics; here it is more appropriate bos
consider the other parts of a grammar.

Phonology is the knowledge, or the description, of how speech
sounds are organized in a particular language—there are units called
phonemes which combine in various possible ways (but nol all possible
ways) o express meaning ful units such as words. These phonemes
contrast with one another 1o make different units of meaning. Somelimes
two words sound the same bul have different meanings (homonyms),
and sometimes sequences of words with the same pronuaciation
have different interpretalions (ambiguity). We discuss homonyms
in Chapter 3 and ambiguity in Chapters 3. 7 and E. One part of
phomolegy is prosody, the melodies with which ulterances are spoken:
different melodies can make differences of meaning. There is a
section on prosody in Chapter 2.
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surprising. Indeed, in qualsative analyses it is almest always necessary 1o tesse oot relevant
ideas contrined in sources such as inderview tramecnpls, participant-obseration prodocals,
field moles, documents. websites, video tapes. or photographs. As Saldana (DM, p. 3)
succinctly put il qualitative analysis wsmally involves finding elements m a flow of
informatsan that identify a “salient, ing, andiar pve attribute” of
language-hased or visml dats | refer to such words, shor phmses or images as “content
wniis”, although they are ofien labelled semply “codes.™ This process of “teasing oul™ by
idemiifiving “salient” or “evocative” content wnits raises the issoe alveady referred on po 16 of
ensring and demonstrating, that there really i a difference between gualitative research and
fiction. Chmlitative analysis must be a1 pains o avoid becoming a matier of flights of the
literary fantasy of the person analysing the namirves: Achieving this i the task of coding of

marratives. 1i & possible to distinguish b sk ve” codimg, which has the purpose
of identifying specific direct references to the object of study, and “thearetical™ or “higher
order” coding, which involves finding content units that refer o abstract and general ideas
tha form discipline-hased concepis such as, in the case of psychology, “motivation,” “coping
straiegies,” “self-image,” and the hike.

Charifiimg and summarizieg: In namaives, whai the respondent wanis bo say may be
relatively ohscure or hidden. The first siep i qualistive coding thus mvolves identifying
fragments of mformation (such a5 satements in a namative) that contin an understandable
idea. At ms simplest, this is necessary becanse “rw™ namatives often contaim a great deal of
maierial that cannot be used m a particular shedy, especially when the text 5 an interview
proiocel.  Maternl may be (2} meanmgless or wmniellighle (a0 obvious example =
eXpIEsEions i an interview soch as “Ah” “You know” or “Mmmm®), (b) repstitioes
{repetition may indicate the: strength of a panicpant’s views or the impontance of an ssue for
that person, so that it may well be impontant, but @ does not introduce new themes), ar ich
imelevant (“irrebevant™ in the present context means that a peece of information does not refer
i the specific object of siudy; srelevant content nesd not be irnvial - #@ may be very
impertant 1o the respondent and fascinating 1o the interviewer, but simply not infomative m
the specific context)

Mayring {1983) outlined a number of specific seps in this first stzge of gualitative
coding. of which two are of particular shudy at this pont: (a) summarisieg and (h) clarfiung.
Summarizing mvolves ideniifying relevamt maienal ina narmtive. Clarifying requires making
the respondent’s miended meaning unambiguoasly clear. For example, respondents often we
slang or special terms that have a partioolar meaning to them personally or 1o specialists such



