(textbook)

(syllabus)
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(material),
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Halliday (interpersonal function),
(ideational function), (textual function)




4)
5) 6)
2.
Halliday
(interpersonal function) :
/
(ideational function) :
(textual function) :
4)
Hasan) , (discourse)
5)
6)

(textuality)
Beaugrande & Dressler
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(Halliday &



66
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(bottom- up)

7)

(1996)

(top- down)



Ruddel & Unrau(1994)

1>
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(textuality)

3.
Beaugrande & Dressler(1981)
. (cohesion),
(coherence), (intentionality), (acceptability), (informativity),
(situationality), (intertextuality) ,
l”10)
(surface text) ,
(grammatical dependencies)
(textual worlds) ,
10) A text will be defined as a communicative occurrence which meets seven

standards of textuality. If any of these standards is not considered to have been
satisfied, the text will not be communicative. Hence, non-communicative texts are

treated as non-texts.
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11)

(cohesive tie)
(recurrence) (paraphrase), (parallelism),
(pro- form),
(conjunctive expression)

11)
(text-centered notion) ,
(user-centered notion)
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12),
. Halliday & Hasan(1976)
, Beaugrande & Dressler
1)
Halliday & Hasan Beaugrande & Dressler

Beaugrande & Dressler
van
Dijk & Kintsch(1983)
(local coherence)
(grobal coherence)

12)

“ ” “

”

13) The concept of cohesion is a semantic one ; it refers to relations of meaning that
exist within the text, and that define it as a text. (p.4)
Cohesion is a semantic relation. But, like all components of the semantic system,
it is realized through the lexicogrammatical system. (p.6)



Grice (maxims)
(conversational implicature) 14)

(grammaticality)

14) (co- operation)
(quantity) . (quality) , (relation)
(manner)
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1>
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(metacognition)

(expository text)

15)
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(coherent memory structure)

17) ,
16) (cohesive tie)
(anaphoric relation) .
Halliday & Hasan(1976) : (reference), (substitution), (elipsis),
(lexical cohesion), (conjunction)

van Dijk(1977) : connective, implication, verb frame, property relation, condition-

consequence relation, general-particular relation, semantic relation

Pearson & Johnson(1978) : pronoun, locative pronoun, deleted noun, arithmetic

anaphora, class inclusive anaphora, inclusive anaphora, deleted predicate adjective,

proverb

Baumann & Stevenson(1986) : noun substitute, verb substitute, clausal substitute
17)

Barnitz(1986)
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(Clark, 1986).
(working memory)
18)
(on-line)
(anaphora)

(cataphora)

18) (textbase) van Dijk
(macrorule) .
(deletion), (generalization), (construction), (integration)

, (selection)
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19). ,
(1995) ,
¢ , , (Emergenz), ,
(Kognitive Schemata)
(Kommunikat)
(Erwartung-
serwartung) (Parallelisie)

19) Grimes(1975) , “
(the way information in speech relates
to information that is already available)” ,
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20)

(Bedeutung)
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(1996),
(1995),

(1994),

21)

(1994)
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