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ABSTRACT

This papersurnmarizessorneprelirninaryresultsfrom an ongoinganalysisof the
relevauceof ¡opical Themein Ihe textual organizationof discourse.The study in-
volved aquantitativeandqualitativeexplorationof Ihe typesandfunctionsof topical
Themesappearingin dic LancasterSpokenEnglishCorpus(henceforthSFC).

The thesispresentedherepostuiatesthat within thecontextof theSEC,thernatic
choicesaffecr thestructureanddeveloprnentof both clausesaudnaturaltexts. More
precisely,the selectionof ideationalThemeprornptsclausessatisl~’ing different dis-
courseneeds.This, in turn, affectsthe dynarnicsof texts, specifical!y their methodof
developmení(Fries, 1983; Eñes& Francis,1992; Martin, 1992) andtheir thematic
progression(Danes,1974;Giora, 1983).

In the following sections1 wifl outline the framework adoptedfor dic present
study. Ihen 1 wiIl describethe investigationitselt first presentingIhe corpus on
which it is based, andfinally drawing sornetentativeconclusions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this investigation,Themchasbeenapproachedfrorn a‘separating’perspective
(cl. Gundel, 1988: 211-212; Enes, 1983: 117). aud so this categoryis dissociated
from Topie andGiven information.Aecordingly,Topic is regarded asanon-structu-
ral categoryoperatingat the level of nexts. Eurtherrnore, Given/Newinformation is
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consideredfo be astructuralcategoryrealizedin Englishby focusplacement
in toneunits,while Themeis a structuralcategorywhieh is realizedby clause
initiaJposition.

Topie telis uswhaí a ten is aboní referenhally, that is, by meansof non
structural reJationshipsof presupposition,which may be situationaland/or
cohesive(cf. Halliday, 1977). New information identifies what tbe speaker/
writer presentsas newsworthyin relation to what is not newsworthy.And
Themetelis us what a clauseis aboutin a rclationalsense,j.c. in relationto
thegramnmaticalsystem,from aboye,at thesamelevel andfrom below.

Fromaboyethe grammaticalsvstem,Thenieaetsas adeictieelemeníex-
pressingthe speaker’sangleon discourse.It signaiswhat he/shehasehosen
ashis/herpoint of departure,its scopcextendingover the ensuingdiscourse
span(oneclauseor more).At the samegrammaticallevel, that is, within the
textual systemof languages,clausesareabout their Themesiii that theseací
as structural‘staging’ pegs(cf. Grimes. 1975: 322 ff.) with respectto their
Rhemes,which at the sametime developtheir Themes.Finafly, viewedfrorn
below the grammaticalsystem, Themeextendsup to and includes the first
topical, or experientialelement:a Participant,an Attribute, a Circumstance
or aProcess.Theseelemenís,when precededby sorne texrualaud/or ínter-
personalelements,becomeconstituentsof a mu/tipleTherne.in addition, the
«themesystemcomplex»to use Halliday’s (1967: 200) term, intersectswith
the systemsof Mood, Transitivity, Predication,Identification, Substitution
and Reference(seeFig. 1).

In terms of Mood, Themebears on thematic niarkedness,that is, on
whether 0V fol a elauseeoncernsIhe elementwhich Ihe speechfuncílon
would determineas its point of departure.On Transitivity grounds,Theme
is connectedto the selectionof voice. Thus, in opposition to their active
counterpafls,passiveclausesleudlo be aboutnon-Actorparticipanís(Goal,
Beneficiary, Range,or Complementsto prepositions).Turning to ‘special’
Themes,when speakerschoosea nominalisedTheme,thematic aboutness
specifiesaParticipantin arelationalprocess.Ho~everU speakerschoosea
predicatedTheme, aboutnessassertsexplicitly the thernatic statusof the
highlightedelement.If insteadspeakersselecta substitutedTheme,the mat-
ter mctaphoris worded as an afterthought.Finally, if therc is a reference
Themc,aboutnessindicatesaTopieswitch in discourse.

To summarize.the conceptof Iheme, whether it be simple, multiple
or special,or whether it be marked or unmarked,is concernedwith me-
maticproportionalities,i.e. different Theme-Rhemepatternswhich standin
textual opposition.Therefore,proportionalies involve no changein the
propositional meaningof the message,but convey different presupposi-
tions, i.e. assumptionson the part of the speakersregarding the stateof
knowledgeof their addressees.In short, thematicchoiceshelp texís to be
cohesivewith respectto themselvesand consistentwith their contextsof
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Figure1:TbemesvsteminEnglish
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situahion or register,therebyaffecting the weliformednessand interpreta-
tion of texts.

The aim of tbk study is to elicil, within ihe contextof 11w SEC,the dis-
course motivationsof Themesas paradigrnaticchoicesfrom their corre-
spondingsystem,andto show at 11w sametime how sucb choicesaffect11w
methodof developmentof texts.The resulisarepresentedin Ihe following
section.

21. Theinvestigation:tite corpus

Thecorpusanaiyzedcomprises49285 wordsbrokendown into ten tex-
tual categoriesof preseníday spoken British English: Commentary (A),
Newsbroadcast(13), Lecture Type 1 —aimedah generalaudience(C), Lec-
ture Type II —almed ah restricted audience(D), Religious broadcast(E),
Magazinestyle reporíing(F), Fíction (O), Poetry(fi), Dialogue(1) andPro-
paganda(K).

rnakr datases

Nj *Proceas
,-t’redicator
ilben,e

NEME
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Tahle1: ¡heSEC Corpus(49.285words)

Texí Categocy Date Length #Words %Wordsm~n.set, #Spúakers

AOI-A12 Cornmcntarv ¶1-24-84 64:30 42 9066 18.4
06-22-85

B(JI-B04 NewsBroadcasts 11-24-84 29: >2 >5 5235 10,6
01 -04-86

COl LoctureType1 44-20-85 SI>: Cl) 1 447> 91

Del-DOS Lecture TypeII — 57:00 3 7454 >5,4

LOt-FO? Rcligiousl3roadcast 11-26-85 II: 18 2 503 3,1
11-27-85

F0l-F04 Magazinc-stylcreporting <1-24-84 25:30 >4 47>0 9,6
>2- -86

<30 L-G05 fledon 06-25-SS 46:25 5 7299 >4,8
1)1-28-82

¡II) 1- HOS Pc’etry >1-26-86 9: 00 5 1292 26

101-306 Dia>oguc 12- 46 37:28 9 6826 >3,8

KOI-K02 Propaganda 01-18-87 8:4> 2 >432 2.9
03-25-87

As for 11w registerof the texts, ihe /ields of ihe exehangesrange from
newsor financial reporis,lecturesandrehgiousservices,to different typesof
narrative (fiction, poetry, dialogue).The tenor is usuallyformal iii interac-
tionsbetweenactive,welI-definedspeakersandpassive,undefinedaudience.
Finally, ihe modeis 11w spokenlanguage normallyusedon ihe radio lo re-
porí information.

2.2. ThenieandMood

Only deciarativeclauseswerescannedin Ibis study.Theseyielded a total
of 4594 Themes.Themelessetauses,represeníing3 ‘Yo, wereexeluded,such
as Final/y, tite head/ineagain (SECBPTO2:196) or BBCnewsal cigití o’clock
ca Sature/ay, tite twenty-founh ofNovember (SECI3PTO1: 5).

Mosí of theseeltiptical clausesbelongedto the exophoricpresentatíve
type: Iheir Themeswere omilted becausetheyconveyedinformation derived
from the rhetorical context of situation, rather iban frorn <he previous nr
subsequentcotext.Although Iheseclauseshadno Iheinatiesiructureof Iheir
own,they funetioneda- the‘Hyperthemes’(Martin. 1985) of 11w subsequení
paragraphs.Specifically, thcy wereusedmostly by newsreadersal 11w begin-
ning aud ah t1w cad le order lo present11w Rherne.what is ‘news’. so lo
speak:thetime, thespeakers’mimesand11w headlines.
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tibIe 2: Rogistors in the SEC

modo

eateg. field tenor modo of channel gente theorical

presentation purpose

A new roports informal spokon radio narrativo to inforni
langango Úepofl)

B new roports formal — narrativo to inforni
(report)

C ecture on formal — expositivo to divulgo
000 50tU tos

D univorsity formal — expositivo <o toach
]Cctut’O5

E roligious formal = = instructivo to oxhort
sorvices

F t’inancial formal — narrativo to inforni
reporís (roport)

G trorios informal — narrativo fo entortain
(fiotion)

H poetas formal = narrativo [o discuss
(pootry)

dialogues informal = = argumentativo to discuss

K charity formal — instructivo to oxhort
appelas

The majority of the non-elliptical clauseswere main clauses.Embedded
clauses(24 %) were disregardedin this study, sincethey provedto be com-
paratively irrelevantto the developmentof discourse.A majorityof complex
clauseswereeithersimple or linked by additiveor appositiveeoordination.
ConjunetiveandsubordinatingsiructuralThernesweretare.presumablyasa
resuil of ILe speakers’intentionsof beingclearandbrief.

As for íhe internalstníctureof non-cmbeddedclauses,the relativefre-
quencyof the different typesof processcswasalsoanalyzed,sincetbeir tran-
sitivity or ergativity patternsinfluenceILe selectionof items morelikely lo
be thematised.It is significant that materialand verbal proeessespredomi-
nated over relational processes,which 1 believeresults from the fact thaI
niosí texísaro reports.SincespeakersLave to reflcct ratberíhancommcnton
reality, frey aremorelikely to selectmaterialor verbalprocesses,with which
eventsarepresented,thanrelationalprocesses,wbich impty a «synoptic»la-
terpretationof reality (seeHalliday, 1977;Francis,1989:203).

Turning lo the thematic síructure,Figure 2 be!owshows that, typically,
clausosin ILe SECbavean unínarkodTlieme. In termsof lexical density.lLe
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majority of ThemesweredefinitesimpleIhemesor definitetopical Themes
within multiple Themes.ThiseasediLe inforniationprocessingof theíexts.

Figure2:Themc¿mc> Muod: unmarkedThomes
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As Downing (1991) strosses,tlíe choice of ihese unmarkedThemes
-‘-mainly Subjectpronouns,coninion nouns aoci pi’opernarnes—contributed
hy and largelo the topie continuity of texts,usually revcalingDanes’ second
pattern or “TP with a continuous(constant) ihome» (1974: 118). Tbus
Theme,Topie ami Given information conflated,almostunfhilingiv. Themes
tendedtu be presented½speakersas Known Gr Inferrable information in
iheir beingexpressedby defindonominalgmups.At iLe sanietime,Themos
becamethe Topics of (he ncws extracisbecauseILe subjectsof ILe extracís
were normallyrepeated,extendedo>’ detailodthroughouíthe paragraph(s)in
clauseinitial position by meansof suhstittítion, relerenceGr eIIipsis. This is
illustratedby iLe following example:

‘l’opftz Mr. Norman Willis in che minerY confliel
1) ‘Ihe General Secretarvof Ihe TIJC. Mr. No,’marí Willis. lías said ilw (.½a/

Board\s tra¡egy oj tryuig u> ¡tire tuiflerS bock w ¡verA’ by offering bon,,.se,s-
¡viii ftmit. FI e joid ihe rniners aí a ¡he meeting 1» (h¿uhanz in Kepí, lasi aig/it
thai l he boar(l shuuíd ja¡aa/e new d¿sc.’iissi us ¡vi/li ihe ,nincwo,’ke,s ‘ union

Efl Numeral
— Pronotar,
m Cnmdion non
— Proper

Definite Indefinite
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in an effort to cnd thedispute.He sa/titheTUC would begett/ngan extra
quarter ofa mdhonpoiíndslo helpstrik/ng m¿ners.Mr. WiIlis ¡vas warmly
applaudedashe arr/vedal themeet/ngIhe last timehe addressedstriking
minen,he ¡vasjeeredandahangman’snoose¡vas dangledin froní ofhim.

ISECBPTOI:54-63)].

Moving 00 to markedThemes(14 ¡o) Figure 3 showsthat they werereal-
ized Uy clauses,PPSnr AVPs. As their funetion is to achievea foregrounding
of the speaker’spoint of departure,most rnarkedThemeswerecongruently
spokenon aseparateintonationconteuror tonegroup.1 Lave labeledtheseas
‘external’ rnarked Themes in contrastto those ‘infernal’ marked Remes,
whichwerenol markedoff Uy intonation.Thereappearto be sornedifíerenees
betwecnboth types of ínarkedThemcsla temis of seopeami discoursemofl-
vations.Furtherresearchon tUis ficid remainstobedone.

F¡gture3: Marked Themes

100

80

60

40
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o

Direct Object
lnciirect Object
Attribute
Accompainiment Adjunct
Conditional Adjunct
Manner Adjunct
Matrer Adjunct
Place Adjunct
ReasonAdjuncx
Time Adiunet

Within marked ihemes,Direel Objeetsanil place ami time Adjuncts
werc moslly promotedto ‘psychologiealSubject’ position. lo 11w most lite-
rary texts.expandedObjectThemeswererestrictedto presentingasNew la-
formation ffie constituentthat rnarked a topie shift over the ensuing dis-
eoursespan.Fo>’ example:

82

E lnternal
U Externa>

RA TADO O

DO
lo
AT
AA
CA
MA
MIA
PA
RA
‘A
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(2) Theseour prayers¡ve o/frs /n íhespir/É ofJesusChrist, os wepraytoge/her:
Ourfather..(ECU: 018).

(3) Theflowers ¡ve knew¡ve ¡velcomeagain/n their taras—pr/nirose, anemone,
daifodul unU tu/ip, blossomof cherry blossomof pearunU apple, lrish ¿sud
columbine,uncínow the whiíe cvast (¡104: 011).

(4) Hut this shecanaolkno¡v (1104: 027).
(5) No, this shecannot knoss;flor indeedanvthingthai ¡ve cali knowledge,flor

anyrhing¡vecal//oveandhopeasours (¡104:031).

ProjectedObjectThemesappcaredmorefrequently.Spokenon a separ-
ate intonation unit, they normally assuredthe thematic continuity with re-
spectto theprecedingcotexí,asin dic following cases:

(6) (inc of the Americuason ¡he rearn said ihere ¡vasa very higb probabi/ity
thai the hody ivas ¡bat of Menge/e.The oddsagainst,he sa/U, u’ere astro-
nom/í’a/(SECBPTO2:92-94).

(7) Br/tu/ns doc/don¡o follow e/wAmerk’ansOIP Of UNESCOwon/ corneasa
suspríse. Pie necessarycaeyear\ not/í:c has beta given by Ibe goverumení,
unU 1/he l-’resident Reagan,Mis. Thatcher¡vas coavincedsornetime ago of
the ¡¡ecU lo pulí out Lasternhlock iniluence inside Unesco is now too
great,chegoverumeníhe/ievcr(SE(?BP’F<)3:81-86).

In al> othercases,markedThemesprovided maiMy new temporal,spa-
tial or mannerframeworksfor thc subsequentcotext.AH such frameworks
were used fo introducenew participantsin discourse,oc fo presenta dif-
fereneewith respectfo fre previouscontextualstateof affairs, whose span
usuallyextendedovermorethanoneclause.¡br example:.

(7) ¡heEt/i/opianssoyfue flow of emergencvsuppliesLs s/owingdown,onU fiíw
sí¡ppluw sen! /4 sea z/iroug/i lije’ í’cun/rv twa ¡nací potís bat-e proe//ea//y
siopptd. Ytsttrday1/it)-’ ¡cokt/iplcana¿.slo 1/it j>Or/5 tú underlineIhe urgtntj-’
o,!’ ¡he siíualion Froní Addis Ababa our Fasí A/rna torresponden> Mi/ce
Woo/dr/cJgereporis (SECBPTO 1: 86-90).

(8) Norma//yvis/bis ¡o ¡líe StuteDcpar¡mea/requiseí’í’cde¡u/a/suncíeventiten
¡hoy hace to pass throagh metal de/ec’tors, buí twenty vear oíd Edward
5/eccaL)os/er raunagedto csut/e¡hesCauri/y arraagemefi/suncí c.’arrv a (:0/—
lapsib/c rifle ms/deuncíup catheseventhfloon wbere/heSeí.’í’ctaryoj’ State
has his ojjwes. lLeve. in another office, flosier shoi bis mo//lcr, jorty-jour
veuroíd(‘<¡rol L>os/er, ¡chi, workcdus a seí’,’e/arv, a¡-¡d ¡ben mmcdtitegua tu
bimseffIlotlí ¡veredeudby’ dic ¡míepo//cearr/ved(-SFCB ¡>102:26—34).

2.3. ¡hemeandoíhersystems

SpeeialThemesconstitutedonly 1 Yo vensus99 % which wcre non-spe-
cia! (cf? flg. 4). Thus.reportsdo notgeneral>yfavaurfreseconstructíons.
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Figure 4: Therneandothersystems:specialThemes
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Cleft and pseudocleftclauseswere found mainly in persuasivestyle,
where sorne information is acceptedas known or presupposedin contrast
with what is presumedto be unknown.Dislocationsare typical of conversa-
tional, unplanncddisceurse,however,in which afterthoughtsor initial cues
rnay be used rather freely tu ensuresuccessfulcornrnunication.Notwith-
standingtheir infrequency,it is notablethat specialIherneswerechosen1
ti-te newstu satisfy specifiedisconrseneeds.

Thus,speakersusuallychosepseudoeleftstu specifya participantiii the
Rhemeandto presentit as newswith respeettu a thematicpresupposition.
Forexarnple:

(9> Whattheyshouldteach/sinnerreso¡¿rcefulness(G05:105)
(10) But what was really quite arnusing Ls ¡bat ¿be¡vomenwbo ¡vare ¿ben>

would alíen wear very nicesboesat ¡he ho//orn to son of sbow¿bat ¿bey
¡vere¿rving¿o bemoreWes¿ernisetLeren¡hougbIbeir busbundsandfam//y
dicín ‘í allo¡v ¿bern(106: 43-44).

On the otherhand,Themeswerepredicatedin orderto establish‘dt’1 CX-

hausuive or exclusivecantrastwith respecttu dic previousor subsequentce-
text, asillustrated in thefollo’wing examples:

(11) lIs nien vvho’ve benefited,l’rom theslackenirígpuceof unernploymenm,but
now ¡bis seenís¡o be helping¡vomenas well(SECBPTO3:28-34).

(12) lts only whenyou stoplo tbink aboutaH Che feasts¡aid on for usby Che
world’s s¡>ortsmenandwomen,lhaí you real/sethai 1086 ¡vas, /ndee4a
v/ntageyearforsornehugelyenjo yableoveríndulgence.(JO10: 22-024).

Lefí-dislocatedThemesgenerallyactedas Topieswitc/zdey/cesestablish-
ing a contrastor parallelismwith respectto dic previouscotext or introduc-
ing a new participantin discourse,as shownin:

25

7
5 3

2
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(13) As for Winnie, she’scurrently in ¿benextpoal, bumsbesaw Nernoarrive,
unU aecording ¿o her íru/ne~ ¡vas very coger mo meem her new mute
(SECBPTOZ:190-192).

(14) A ftn’íy-Dyearo/U Palesí/nian, w/íoU beena fig/iíer martof/ls 4fe Mlii a
Libyan-backedgroup oppos/ngMr. Arafat ¡he ou¡e, iii fact, ¿hazhelpeti¿o
forre tite PLOleaderoutofTr/poli ¡así yeur, he is here.(A02: 051).

Finally, riglÉ dislocatedThemes,tite most searceof ah, seemedto be
usedtú presenttite cw-rent discourseTopic as New information, as in tite
following instance:

(¶5) onU /ts sort of like íhe interna>passportfor Chinese,un identitv card if
you Iike (J06:490-491).

3. CONCLUSION

In this paper1 havesubscrihedto the systemiccenceptof toplealTiterneasa tex-
tual categoryextendingup te (audincluding) tite leftmost constituentwith atransi-
tivity function in theclause.However, 1 havearguedthat we canaecountfor these-
lectionof Titemeswithin clausesonly by referringtotheir discourseeo(n)text.

As a result,tIte presentinvestigationhasshownthat the membodof devetopmentof
tIte SECtexts ¡vasbasedmainly Qn tIte sclectionof simpieunrnarkedThemes(Suhject
pronourssor definite cominon NPs),which patternedtexts into Danes lhematicpro-
gression wiíh a conlinucus[heme. Oeeurring?essfrequently. markedThenws (lun-
damentallyfronted adverbinis)¡vere usedas tepic switch devices,normally introduc-
ing a newsíagein discourse.SpecialRemes,te most seareeof alí asa consequenee
of t1w satureof te registersunder analysis,funetioned in various capacities: they
acted as tepic switch devices,they speeifiedte thematiestatusof a constituent,frey
ictentifiedaPartieipantin a relationalprocessor <Ley were¡vordedasafterthoughts.

Furtherresearchen theniaticdistribution shouldcontinue te analyzefis varieties,
its disceursefunetions and its relation te differentgenres.‘[Lis weu]d developa two-
fold approachlo Theme,bothas adisceursemotivatedparadigmatiecheicein the sys-
tem of languageand asa heuristicmetitocí in text. linguistiesor diseourseanalysis.

END NOTES

1 would like to íhankC. 5. Butíer.P. H.EnesaudT.Fanegofor theirtime andhelpful cora-
ments.

Por ILe years of financial support which they provided, 1 also thank ILe Xunta de Galicia
andILe SpanishMinistry of EducationandScience(DirecciónGeneralde InvestigaciónCien-
tífica y Técnica (DGICYT), grantnumberPB9I)-0370>.

For details un the separaíing» vs. «cornbining»approaehes tu Theme, see Enes (1983;
forthcoming).

2 la spite of being spoken, nhe language used Lere is nol spuntaneous. Lut planned and for-
mal, (‘rregory (2967:192)definesihis linguistievarietyas«ILe speakingof vehal is written tobe
spukenasit nol written.
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