b. Prosodic Structure and the Given/New Distinction

Ciillian Brown

6.1 The Given/New Distinction

Orver the lust 15 years, since Halliday drew the atiention of scholars in the
West to the Prague School division of information within an information umit
it given or new informaticn, o considerable lieraure has developed, This
literature has now lirgely obscured the phenomenon to which Halliday
| 1967 ) sought to draw attention. The sim of this contribution is to reassert
Halliday's basic distinction, to outline briefly how it relates to the plethora of
other distinctions which have since been made in the literature, and 1o dem-
onstrate from o Hmited corpus of data that Halliday's simple dichotomous
distinctions must be invoked 1o account for the range of intonational realisa-
tion in that data,

Halliday's precccupation through a series of articles [1963, 19674, b,
1 wiss 1o mecount for tho way in which intonation in British English relates
1 bion structure, His account relates exclusively to information struc-
tare in spoken language, and the fundamental categorics which signal infor-
mation structure are phonological (with an nuxiliary, but never overriding,
synigctic contnbution). He identifies the unll of information a5 the fose
growp, e, a unit which is mtonationally defined [Halliday, 1967 a, p. 200].
According to his classification the speaker must include in every tone group a
chunk of new information, which will be phonologically marked by the tonic
plich movement. The speaker may opticnally include one or more chunks of
given mformution, which will not be phonologically marked by pitch promi-
nence. It is important 1o note that in Halliday's sceount, the assignment of
pivennew siatis 1o information s determined by the spoaker, not by the 1ext.
Furthermore, wheress Halliday does find some correlation between clause
and wone group in the data on which he bases his analytic fromework [ 1967 a,
p. 2001, in that there i a tendency for the tone group 10 be co-extensive with
the clawse, this is merely o tendency, not o roquitement on the speaker, It
certainly does not follow that long, often complex, written sentences will
contain the lype of simple information structure associnied with tone groups
n spoken language (cL the problems encountered by Prince [1981] in trying
Lo amalyse comples, expository prose in terms of an analysis developed tor the
typically short tone-group structures found in spoken language). In Halli-
day's terma then, the unit of information, the tone group, is phonologically
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identified, and the status of information within the tone group s phonologl-
cally marked in the focussed domain ns sew i the (onic s preseot, mnd
given il it is absent. The hearer should be able 1o delermine, simply by
listening, how an atleranee s chonked into lone groups, where within each
tone group the speaker has decided to locate the new infonmation, whether
he has decided (1o include given mormation, snd if so, where

There are problems with the analyiic fmmework even af this level, Sev.
eral anabvisis have found intonntional erideria madequade for the ddentific-
tion of information units in speech, and prefer 10 work with pause-defined
units {Chafe, 1979, Brown et al., 198(0; Rutterworth, 1980; Deese, 1980], and
edhers afe anxious (o soften the requirement that there should be only one
tomic, or marker of new information, within o tone group [Bolinger, 1970,
Stockwell, 1972; Crystul, 1975; Chafe, 1979 Pellowe and Jones, 1979; Brown
et al,, 1980 Thompson, 1980],

For my purposes here | shall assume that the speaker has avinlnble syniax
imd pawsing as two independent bot frequently co-operative markers of
informetion chunking, and that ére moy be several peaks of prominence
within o panse-defined unit, which may mark change of (opic, spenker's
emphasis, contrsst, or the status “new informution”. (For a more detailed
discussion, see Brown et al., [1980].) I shall assume that intonational promi-
nence of this kind genecatly fupctions 48 an sftention markes, o geperslised
“watch-it" marker, for the hearer, whereas the functicn of low pitch s o
mark material which the speaker expects the bearer to expect ol this point i
the discourse |Chafe, 1970} Note that | am assuming, with Hallduy, that the
epekoer will judee what it is ressonable (o expect the hewrer o expect ol a
particular point

In Sect. 6.2, | shall give a briel overview of how Hallidoy's given/new
distinction has been picked up, particularty in the psycholinguistie Heraure,
and made to do for more work than it can wsefully do. As o resull, “given 18
frequently extended 1o inclode all that an eddressee can ever he expected 0
know from whatever source. This extension, particulatly when applied 1o
written language examples, often causes the status “given™ 1o be atiributed 10
forms which would inevitably attract phonological prominence if read aboud.

In Sect, 6.3, 1 shall give a brief sccount of o restricied spoken [nngtags
corpus in which the parameter of source of knowledge wis carefully con
trofled. 1 shall show how this corpos, aoalysed in terms of the texonomy
developed by Prince | 1481 ], offers support for Hallklay's analy 4is of infoTma
thom status as realised by intonation,

6.2 Extensions of the Given/New Distincition

" 2 . [, 1 ¢

The extension of Halliday's catepories seems 1o have been initinted I"-""";’
i ; + the eneaker #itrk

of the way he characterised the state of knowledge which the speaker sl
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utes to the hearer. Thus “given” information is specified as being treated by
the speaker as “recoverable either anaphorcally or situationally” [ Halhday
%67 a, p. 211] and “pew" information ix said o be focsl “not in the sense
that it cannot have been previously mentioned. although it is often the case
that it has not been, but in the sense that the speaker presents it as not being
recoverable from the preceding discourse™ [1967a, p. 24|, Whereas this
chiarsctensation meely disctiminates between the status of information
marked intonationally as “given” or “pew” by the speaker. it also embraces
d wide range of other phenomeni. As Dahl remirks, “The concepts ol old
and new information are used to explain such phenomeni in language s
intonation, stress and word order snd the use of anuphone devices™ [1976
p- 37

The psychologicil notion of givenness has been chirsctensed m a range
of descriptions, particulurly [ollowing o series of influential statements by
Clark [Hiwnband and Clark, 1974; Clark and Clark, 1977 Clark and Havi-
land, 1977] which makes nppeal to salicnt propertics of the discourse or
context such as: Inst=mentioned item m the discourse, mentioned eaclier in
thie discourse, onpoing topie of the discourse, known property of & mentioned
item, present in the context. saliently present in the context, general know-
ledge relating to fhe opic, background knowledpe denving from shared
schematnscenarios, eic, Perhaps the most expansive version of what i= to be
piken ws piven cin be found in Sanford and Garrod (1951, p, 114] “The
sietiirn snables references o andividuals to be mide in the first instance by a
definite noun-phrase, beciuse they are already given in the representation
Becauss they are given, they cause neithor comment nor difficulty, and rapid
peetdo-dnaphoric mappimg s possible”. This makes it clear that iny informa
tim deriving from the activated scenatio hos the status of given, not because
thie spenker {or writer, Since they are dealing with writlen language] assigns it
Eiven statie, bul beciuse of 3= siafus within the scenasno which the fext
activiites. It wold follow from this view of scenano-determined givennosy
Chat 0 speaker piving a siereotypical sccount of an incident would do so
without marking any new information intonationally (resulting. presumably
in i (near) monotone), 1t & élear that this view of “givenncss™ does share
features with Halliday's | “treated as recoverable eiiher anaphorically or sho-
miigmally ™) but that it has dintke o do with the wisy spenkers use mtonation (o
mark the status of information in spoken langunge

The direction that this development of the extension of the torm “given
has tnken appenrs to be as follows. Halliday observes that forms in the
spoaker s message cin be charnctersed as gither being phonologically promi-
nent or nol. He examines the distribution and fnction of these forms and
conchides that they are wsed 1o mark the status of information as given or
new. He charactenses given and now in terms of speaker assumptions, smd
exemphiies the realisation of the catepories, necessarily, in terms of ortho
graphically transcriibed examples of a type which he hopes will vield the
intonaticon patterns he 1= concemed with, if they are read aloud. The exam-
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ples of the category “given” Iypicilly contain anaphonc expressidng, since
anpphoric expressions are very often realised by the speakef as not phonolog-
||_'.|JH.' gttt Schalnrs who are prlm;irll_l.' inferesied in wridten 'I.||'|-|_'||..|!.I:-r
thin read Hallkday's wreitien examples and interpret s distinction in ierms of
the symtnctic [orms which he hag imed in hin 4":4'|1||_h|4!|-. ARG |"r|.'|:|-.'|.1l|'.uI|F
over these syntactie fomms, they then observe liorther synlacie Krms o wm
ten laingunge which appear 10 have similor featores, amtl argoe that any
imlormaiin CEpres vodd in ferms of this sel of fonne i being Pemled as given by
ihe speakerwriter. Sanco the range of charmctensing expressions hos boen
extenidod Tnr beyamd phonologieal prommence/ non-prominence, the mesning
of given has necessarily undergone a dramatic change. The set of formal
expressions included under s wader interpretation have hithe t© do with the
deployment by the speaker of mtonntional prominence, and frequently, as |
shall show in Sect. 6.3, expressions which in the extended meaning of the
verm would be clpsified] am jven nre tremted 1wy -.p-.'.||v:|.'r\ sn mew, iy Fladl-
chiv's lorems. 10 e o Cimbte<like oot o Ir:.. (o comslrain the extendsd MmEaning
of m term, o v msst be nomatter of bvely regren than this particadar extension
|.1|.'|1'[;|'-l.'- (L '-I|.~I||l_'|'|1'.l.|r'.".ﬂll.1 Wiy of Ielernng 1o thie |_|'|||_1'||||'_|._||| whnshs
Finladay wis concermed to describe

A recent survey | Primce, 1981 develops a thxonoamy 10 make it possihle o
disnngunsh the vamous sources of knowledge which lend U speaker io make
s of different [orms among the [ormal “siate of knowledge™ devicos which
Englsh pormits’. She dstipgushes between mew, mferpide and evoked
entithes. New entities may be eithor hramd-new (ol assumes to be known by
the hearer) o wmsed (koown o the hearer bal ool msammed o be e
hearer's comscuaisneia), fiferable entktics are introduced when the speaker
nseymes that the hearer can mier them by reasonmg from dscourse cmtiies
mlpoady evoaked (e, (he delver & inlerable leom o b |"-i|.l'. nasiimed Know
ledge about buses, i, Buser have idriiers |Prince, 1981, p. 236|). Evoked
entities are ones which hive cilher alrcady been mentioned in the discourie
or are siuationally salient. This & & weful attempt @0 Efng (o get some
handle on the way diffecent assumptions by the speaker about the hearer's
sinte ol knowledge lead 1o the use of dilferent [ormal expressions m lan-
gunge. However, although Primee onalyses an extended transcription of a
-.pu'-h'l!l texi, dhe h.-l;.'llh. HEROTEs thic |.I-|'||.'|:|-|||||'|1-.1r| ol pilnnikE. ahc altomigpls
only W account [or a mage of verbal expressions, How doesimionation relile
io this texonomy?

In the Tollowinp section | shall examine the ways @ which a number of
it ke il1'r||I-| miAg i o restech u a|'q.-:-.!'| coaile Xt -_-1,|-I||||:'d Lhe resisurces of
mtonation i indicating to ther hearers the status of the Information thicy

& povel] desl of Prines 'y dscmssion of Tialliday on ihin sarvey o vinsied W misands iandhing
ol Halliday's position. Prince wenies [amd movlecaies) "Foq Hallsday 1 & it ik
with immarked ficwm neHiiiaEp s g [T, [ XM Howewer, o (88 vory page i cides

fp, M), Malbiday sisdes " An dem wwil eemarhed foous may ibos e jepresciied v Beang

anEsguen, i having ihe siiaciare sfiher plven Ao oF pbmgdy nes L e o ek
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were rransiormng I shall show that despdie I|1_|." gregier richness of Prince's
(AROnemy, we still need 1o uppeal 10 o imple dichotomous given/new distio-
rion i order 1o ateaunt for the intonatsonal realisations, and 1o a yet rdcher
1 ol distinctions (0 sccount for the range of syntactic realisations.

0.3 An Experimental Study of Intonation and Information
Sirnciure

.31 The Data

The data wis produced by 12 pais of endergradustes (alking together, In
cath pair, A could soe o dingram which B coubd non see, nmd A win askod w
describe the dingram 10 B in such o way that B could deaw it B owas provided
witl & ank sheet of paper, a black pen and & red pen. This highly restricted
dlii ]1nnllh-'i'r- soime characteristic features which 1 will comment upon laibe

From the point of view ol the anabyst intercsied m information structore, 1
offer o ssdatying winouant of conio] over e tage of soarces o Knowiisdge

The snalyvet knows that this is not a fragment of discourse broken out of some
Fn'n-t'._“"; experlence shored by the two parficipants. He can record all the
“-“:h relevann o the rransmilssion of this informotion, e can r||r|||:|!'_l. the
P'-“l" where ench entity is introduced into the discourse for the first time, and
I can trmok throlgh socond and subsecguent mention, He con recognise
where ol Iepadsnei entity is imtroduced into the discoumse, = in

i) drww i Mack riangle

b} dirmw, o wirieighe line

o) wrile QLT im bluck

df there's o circle in the middle

He can identify an mnferable ilom mtroduced into the discourse

) s nght throagh the middle (circle)
b Wil sl mb the edge (vrianglc)

l::l l:ll'lllllh]' wiith the Fight angle

e “rjinﬂll:] i corner

e s st ] Moecr derives from SSHL Frojecs HRAS 19, “The Dalonmatson Ssucane of
poken, Diwooiwine™. T wm deephy indciaal 1o Ceeamge Widke, whe wogkpd om Ui progee o
wnne of the analysis el nusy af e ssights whch [ dfaw upos Beie. (For il eviceded
l-ﬂ-l*_“rl wr Vil |!I¢l'|!'= lI | This discussban & hansed v entles-yils BT CF P

Lam dhﬂ-‘[ruLﬂuj 1 Anne Anieron for the statsics showing the upgnehewnce al e Lpmys n
Tabie & |

Mhere asu nol ey of Primog s sneed calegsry o Chis data
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He cin wack second and sulsequent menbions (Prince’s fextially evoked
caleforyl

a) undemeath the miangle

i) draw o red line jif the end + the right handhside + of this lae write
the word 0N just above the line

&) a line phoul twi imches + and above i wijie Ui

He can also recognise contexiunl referring expressions | Prince’s siationally
evaked calegory)

o) in the maddle of the page
b] you've got & iriangle

It could of course be wrgued that it is unrealistic 10 distinguish betwees
the categories inferable, texmudlly evoked and contesinally evoked, partics
Jarly with respect 1o this sort of data. The discourse-initial relevant entites in
the context may be ouly page, pen and iniedocutor, bat 4s so0n & the beare
hisin chrawn, gay, & trinngle, which necessarily provides him with a sei of edgss,
cormers, angles, lines, etc., the contest has changed, The hearer & not simply
working in terms of o mental scenario; he actually has o mogel physically
preseni on the page. We might expect, then, that the gpeaker woulkd callapse
these categories and distinguish only between expressions introducing brand-
new ontities and the rest. However, a8 we see in Tible 6.1, speakers appes:

Tadsbe b, B Ehatrihsatisnm off borsnpl readisatiion 6 eablly-ielernsig capmesanm frenm 0 ExpefEen
tal slwly of infomatnn and imforestion drmetue (in %)

M Mo Eenked Eywlpd I 'l"i.l'J
Hramd-pew  Infeaned Ceijinixl Cursesi Prisplaced
1 '-mul:-hlrm j i | - R
i propcriies T
A = paopariies b |
:h; # propaTies ] bt} ! 1]
1 ha rll'~|_-|.'|l:l| g Tl ', 1 _.' '.- R i
Rt - 1 ik | B
elllipraa - m | n

11 Platiilogly id poewrinens @
K1 i a ]
[k - | o L "

* hoares e perveatages of fealastions which ivecive & plwi al ferm
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1o distinguish between these categories. For instance, all expressions intro-
ducing inferable entities consist of full npon phrases, in most cases Bocony-
panded by phonological prominence which s not characterstic of forms reler-
ring 1o the evisked context. W seems reasomable w suggest that wherness the
relevant festures of the intedocutor and the page are thoroughly determined
by the nature of the task, the relevanl featvires of the deewang the hears
produces are vl 0 delormined

612 Formal Realleations bn the Dats

Tabke & | shows (e distribieon of formal renbisstion: m entitv-relermig
exprossions (o this dein. The tvpes of fommal realisation include dilferoni
Eypinctic forms s well ns vanstion o phagologicyd prominence. The syniac-
tic forms consint of expressions preceded by the indefinite or delinite article
with or without some specification of the properties of the entity (e.g. “»
line”™ wverss o small red lioe™) and prosominal realisaiions (in mos cases
", but also “this” and “you"), The ellipsis line in the table represents
ormissions, 15 in the expressions

i tlee pudddle ¢ drew o blick pangle

you've ot o ored 5 4 on the lefi-hand side &

Fhowologeal prominence b ndicated by hagh pitch n e Edinburgh
Seotikh Epglish spoken i most of this corpus. The high pitch occurs s
excursons from o rather Mot baseline of unsireased syllables. In pencral,
words which are phooologically prominent will be recognised by pudpes as
oontuining “tomc”™ or “nuclenr™ syllables. Phooologically prorminent syllables
occiar mode freguently in this dea than Hollidey's tone-group-based defing
thon woald predict, Somwe of the speakems, however. hid Glasgow-type
accents, apd produced ]'l:[l’.|'| excursions below Lhe boscline of npstressed
sylizbles, excursions which curved up to the bascline. Lack of phbnological
promimence yichk & wyllable close 10 the hosclme with Litle, i any plich
movement. Such non-prominent syllables may still be perceived &5 stréssed
(For a description of Edinburgh Scoitish Enghsh, imcliding & detailed
nceount of the phenomena mentioned here, see Brown el al. [1980].)"

" The pewerved diflerestes i phomologicad promimence whes el g aisticelly were laund 1o
It haighly welinbic in ofl comes. Bindiumial seats show phooodogienl promnissnce 1 sbeud i
Bequenily than non-povisiscnos (s omenlkes of hoasd-new cnilbios oo nsenbions of new
Inderred engities 14 b (L0 gl & = 4.0, p<a ) i ',II:.\.'.H.-.'l'rI' H-lh?llh*ﬂl'l'-ll
FEH-PATHIATIE T Wil il b0 SO0 e TrEquenthy Man profnhdnat i Cido wheis the
ey welr evoked combexl, evokod cument asd evoled displaced (£ = — B, p < 000 fioe
vkl deapil oo |

Limimmel o pups "4
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It i immedintely obviows fooon Table 6,1 thal brond-sew entites an Lypw-
cally mtroduced by sxpressiona with the indefinite arbicle; usually with one o
mixre gpecifind prapertici. followed by 8 noun

draw a frl-rnh'fr
deaw o sirpight line
there's a redl fener X
a smaal] hiack 5

There are o lew pocimons whore an entity B imtroduced by & defuiie reler
Tl EXPression, a5 in

wrte QU7 m Dlack
wrile the word (N

In B7% of cases there i phonological prominence sssocinfed with exprossioni
mtroducing a brand-pew eatity {this is quite frequently associated with the
specified property tather than with the entity-referring noun, as Yule 1981
paints oul). What is surprising here s the number of expressions which are
Aol kssociated with phogoiogical promibence. Mosl of tlvese apparently anse
from the same source; although the entity iniroduced’ s brand-new, he
expression uséd 1o introduce i & of a form which hes alresdy been wed o
imtroduce a previous entity. Consider this ettract from o speaker whoss
sinble bassline s around 200 Hz and whoe prominent faige normally bes
above 230 He:'

the comer 15 on the mght ol the big hlack Ir|.|:|r|q|1.' i
2110 2102000 N 2N i

a npht-angled imangle hike the black one 4

20 210 2000 SN 200

wul D i
Thio {reguiencles of orowmence & thie vanom syntsctc forms ased by speakors e also B
arkl sgidficant Jdifferonces wens Foamd b menbions of Tiiamd-few ohbids, wlere mae (8
T | b |:| pripCTLES Arscriprisoom were s L = N4 P TN, o BTN
ol new nferrel entitien, where more [lhe| - prgperties then (ihe] & properies des fajilHa
wore vasi { 4.1, pU Wl §, arel i mentions of svoked conbent endifies, whire maoc
[iba ) PROPETINGG QERTy[Yims than § wory aapdd {0 = L6, o€ W) I meniven o
reirird curront ewiitees mobo pronoin el § espressicns lhap (the] « progssdties

WETE kel | F aNr s @ 1Nl b Ihere wan o mpmbicans SMeremte @ e ywinmc frnve
ukend I meengindgs of displlacod ety

A very regulas festure of the end of bng tums sich 5 e anes deseriped hend w2 dimiman
il pvlch range ansl ansplenads; yiekling an overall “fde-away™ effect. Chao e las i o thrs
ST AT

i ol | fid we o inidesd diseerm tha nang-inmoeoioms ffToc whih S andivril wsl
ja il

mnde] wisild predsct for informatiom skl i thal 1eamm Mpven [l mlsd

e e all, | 199 o Uhe enad ol boog cooveriatisnal ierns) W sk
likirdfeam) 1ok et Broisi pdich Al k= primery oar her

4
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It is a8 thoigh once rangle i introduced into the discourse (in this type of
dmcourse, of least, which demands a restricied vocabulary), the speaker
rosiats marking the expression as requiring attention. even though the entity
il pirosdices s new,

I'he sscomd column m Takle &1 shows the typical lorm of expression dsed
tiy imfrosduce mlerible enbitves. These are very regiilarty introduced &s deli-
nite noun phrases. These inferable entities (mididle, cormer, side of page,
apex, angle, vide of miangle, radius, bottom, diameter of circle, ele.) are
presumabily those which would be held to be introduced via the approprinte
soenario [Sanford and Garrod, 1981, p. 112400] It is relevant o note that
ihese expressions qre typically sssociied with phonolisgienl prominence, i.e
i Halliday's lerms. marked as new by the speaker rsther than treated os
given

|-|'I|.' I|'|1:I|_|. I\.Il]llr|11||_ r'l.'a_l.ﬁ.'rq' COFIeiT ﬂ..:l!r{']i.ll_ln-'\... EATHL AR A I'I.'I.'Ill.'H_"I':.' Lo
eapressions (31 i all), most of which refer 1o the puage the heater is drianng
on. Four refer o the pens provided, and the rest relole o the mterocutor
yom Al bt one of the verbalised capressions are mulised on low pich
withouw! promineace. The one cxorplion i [fom 2 spebker who bBegine by
iitering the instruction “black pen”, where botl “Black” and "pen™ hive
associaied pilch promimence

| have divided Prince's last relevant culegory, fectully svoked, inle two
subsdivisaons i order o show a guite marked ddfefence in syninctc roalms-
tion hetween the subcategories. An itlem which his fusl been introduced o
the discourse and which 5 currenily the entity 1 which new information is
bemg related, is here called a currenily evaked enthly. ltems which have been
introduced mio the discourse at n poini previoes to the carrently evoked iiem
are herd called daplaced”. W s clesr that the majoniy of lorms relating 1o
purrently evoked entitizs are lexically “apenuaied”™. 1o use Chafe’s term
A5 pronouns, 1% ) wheress none of the [oima tl:fl:itII!F Lid |.||'.|1|.'||.4.=||
evokiod entitiea = lexically attenunied in this maueer; indeed, o substaniiol
proportien of expressions include not only nogas bol sdjectives Wentifying
propenties o well. It seems reasonahle to suggest that, in genernl, o currently
gvoked entity might be reparded a8 readily ncvessible (o 8 hester, wheroas i
displaced entity may require specificition tn order 1o distinguish 11 from
other, ;I'n.l‘h.'lllll.il.lj. competing, I.Il'ai"l.'l-l.l.'l.l. ealities. Himsever, (he level of lexical
emlilicuton of deplaced cvoked eotities m this dals may resalt s leas
partly from the noture of the sk - the need for specificioy and the Gt tha as
the task progresses there may be two entities of the same type which huve
plrepdy been tniroduced into the discourie and peed 1o be distinguished. We
might expect more pronominalising in expressions refermng o displaced
evoked entities in a narrative task, where different-gender participants are

* Wide | 1'M1 b) devedogu a formil notation for tracking relergme b cntitis Hhwoogh s deomamse

i i Wl ke Sabipctuen BEie widlaniil o prospaTly Svelngss deicimadinn of ke
1 mdagd hi cureemd diipdaoed iBstinee [° dhwnit o properly develnged o i il
bma] Bumis of By snalves
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involved, than in this task, where all the entities are sime-gender. [A very
similar incidenco of lexicalised disploced entity expressions occurs i another
petre where same-gepder entitics are mentioned, numely the description e
rotes from home 0 schooliwork [Brown et al., 19795

A sirlking fedtore of all the evoked ontity-referring exprossions in this
clata 18 thal excepl g hialf-a<lozen |."|.|||.||:|||4:'. of copires wnder the evoled
displaced column, all members of this general category. ore realised without
pitch prominence. The pitch feature alone suffices 10 distinguish them from
the typical réalisations of the brand-new and inferable eatepones

It s importamt 1o utles & caveat before muking any general claims on the
basis of this dots. The texts produced by the speakens were mosily quile short
— 1502000 worils = smal the wpsos they were concerned with were extremely
limited, 11 s harcdly sarprising that the relatively few entities which are estub
lshed i sueh berel texis shivald be expected by the speaker © remam highly
icceaniie 1o the hearer, especrally os the hearer hos o visual record of those
cntities in the shape of the diagram he is in the process of drawing. |t would
clearly not be correct 1o generalise fom this dots and (o glaim thal sny eniay
referred 10 m any text will ber be referred o by an expression which s
uttered on low piich We have, lor mstance, onaveriathonal dais which
michades @ vl where A tells B about an elderly woman whom she met on the
bis on ker way to wisi B, The talk drfts on 1o other fopis. Some Lhree
mensies laver, A remtroduces the elderly woman o the comversaton with
”'|l;_' |_"'_|_|'I||_'||'\||I|'| I'|_|:||'|. I.II.I!.' Ia'“l_'l'i_'ll 'l-'alll'l F!Il- :II |||'II|'|I|II'||.'II'_I. “ BOETTE PLWSOn-
able 10 sugzest that the speaker judged that the “elderly woman™ was no
longer, m Chale's terms, “presenl 0 the istener s consciisness al the point
swhen she wanied to refer o ler sgain

It bs important, oo, 1 note that the mere fact of rapeating & referring
expression does not constrain the speaker o uttenng it on low picch. Yule
[ 19R0] hos provided & aumber of illustratiom of o speaker who, having intro-
duced a relerent and repeated it low in ptch, many then mediately reinstole
it high in his pitch mnge a8 he twms 1o further considerations of o

fven [he |_|.||||_'||_'|;r: thifig +  auii R S N really o pastime
1 Hz 00190 Hz

Ir 1% [l Ih-.' FEE] sEueEiy winch determios hiow (he \.|h,:.'|L;| et limve L 1T
the 111:_'.|.L¢.'| ¢ momeni-i-moment asscsement of the relationship betwoen
what he wanis o sy and his bearer's informitional regquifements, When bic
judges that the hetrer w not expecting what be & about to say, he sagnads this
ihe bearer needs to pay milention by using piich prominence. When be judges
that what he wants 1o say i well in hine wath the hearer’s expeciations, he
drops the prich down




ol | aeechguiian

6.4 Conclusion

In the limited duta descmibed in the [ast section, the spesker's intonational
Bebaviour acoords well with Halliday's descriptiong. When the speaker intro
duces brand-new information, he typcally murks 1t with high pitch. When he
totroduees. imferable information, hé again [vpric ally mmoduces i1 with ll||._:|.1
pilch. The fact thut inferable miarmation & poienbally svatlable o his hearer
hrough his sctivated schemanscenanos, dosk not, most of the time, per
siide the speaker to tresd it as though the hearcr cxpecied 0. I moay he
potentially “known” b0 his bearer, bat e spoaker treats it a8 pew, in Halli
day's terms. It ks cnly the information which derives salicotly foom the con-
text, or specifically from previous mention in the discoumse, that thi speaker
treats os given, in Hallidoy's terms < on Jow pitch

If we want to account for the speaker’s use of intunation o mark the
stuiis of information for his bearer, Halliday's dicholomous cilegorics
“given” and “pew” yicld o satisfnctory deseription of the intenational dati
I, on the other hand, we wish to sceounl for the range of syatactic fogms
eseociated with types of knowledge denving from moltifunioos sourcos,
chearly the categones of description require more thun a simple dichotomy,
and the lerms “given” and “new”™ are stretched B boyvond any  possible
utibiy. Al least the range of distinclions drown by Prince appears ip be
ngcensary, together with the current/displaced distinction which | hive drawn
upon Nare

Lirkmniielrpdprmenr | i prade Jial 19 phi [l g At e PPinsmisils Wil disl panticilarly pi
ey Thesnpsam dod coehimaoits tn this Coptnbutiosd

A& ezl paper by Wanden Wiksm e ol (198} prosbuces conc ik ymite sl W nume
wiblhin & Elfevent trame ol reforence ; anfortunaiedy iF G ol oeme W s steentioa wndl adier
e pegdem comEribnitiosh was o plctes]




